GOVERNMENT  INFORMATION  CENTER 
SAN  FKaNCISCO  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 
CIVIC  CENTER 
Sfiti  PRANCWOO.  CM&ViiNiA. 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

REFERENCE 
BOOK 

Not  to  be  taken  from  the  Ubmry 


3  1223  0459 


/// 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 

[,,.  AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.      366  DOCU! 

jyLY"287~ 1993 
Room  282,   City  Hall  at.  1;30  P.M. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


JUL  1  3  1993 

SAN  FRAN  ..  SCO 
P'JSLJC  LIBRARY 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke,   Acting  Chief  Bldg.  Inspector 


Item  No.         Page  No.         Case  No. 


Property  Address 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


1. 


2. 


3. 


1-4 


5-30 


31  -  33 


6489 


6490 


6491 


2614  Buchanan  Street 
John  C.   and  Gregory  Adams 
c/o  Janis  Piatt 

55  Osgood  Place 
Richard  B.  Simkalo 
c/o  Ronald  E.  Hothem 

3215-19  Mission  Street 
Pedro  S.  Duarte 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 
4.  34  -  43  6486 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS; 


530  Jackson  Street 

Thompson  Chow 

c/o  Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 


5. 


6. 


7  . 


8. 


9. 


44  -  60 


61  -  62 


63  -  65 


66  -  68 


69 


70 


3353 


3354 


3355 


3356 


3357 


1001-05  Powell  Street 

Do  Loy  &  Lai  Tat  Young  Rev , 

c/o  Do  Lay  Young 

2388-92  46th  Avenue  a.k.a. 
3554-60  Taraval  Street 
William  Tsang 

284  Niagara  Avenue 
Esther  M.  Rios 

3677-79  19th  Street 
Christine  A.  Hawkins 
c/o  Katherine  Gonzales 

790  Myra  Way 
Ronald  Leung 
c/o  Angelo  Maggio 


Tr . 


1223  04591  1618 


AAB/FTB  Hearings 
July  28,  1993 
Page  Two  of  Two 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


10. 


11. 


12. 


71  -  78 


79  -  81 


82  -  87F 


3340 


3349 


3376 


572-574A  Grove  Street 
Fillan  Levon 

1001-05  Powell  Street 
Do  Loy  T .  Young  Rev .  Tr . 

530  Jackson  Street 

Thompson  Chow 

c/o  Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 


REQUEST  FOR  REHEARING: 


13. 


6458 
3350 


201  Noe  Street 
Robert  E .  Wood 


E-n-d , 


/ml 

cc: 


AAB  Members 

Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  HID 

Secretary,  AAB 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 

City  Attorney 

City  Planning 

Public  Library,   c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 
File   (2  copies) 
Agenda  Only: 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  City  Hall,  Rm.  159A 

SF  Fire  Department 

SF  Public  Health  Dep't.   -  Rm.  217 
Posting  Copy  at  City  Hall 


5  46524  SFPL:  EC0N0  JRS 
82  SFPL        05/11/01  46 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


FlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Adams,  John  C.  &  Gregory  

2614  Buchanan  Street,  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Dace:       July  7»  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     2614  Buchanan  St 


BLOCK  0579 


LOT  010 


APPEAL  NO.  6489 


S-NC-DEQ  DIO 


INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


»ar  Appellant 


;is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

May  19,  1993        will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28.  1993  

l  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

f  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
ipartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
Dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:c.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

au  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
2u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Janis  Piatt 

2614  Buchanan,  #2 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94115 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board  /~ 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant   and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appelant' s  Agent 


CD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

■*I5)   558-6158         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 

'  O) 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 

in  2015 


https://archive.org/details/agenda1993sanf_7 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
atement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

1390  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102        0F  THE  CITY         C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  No.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


rzJphjA)  AdA/nS   Appeal  Number  £j^£ 

Appellant  7       777T7~\  ~  ' 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director*  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at.     ^/>/*7    t*>UP.hl-AA) ft*-* <L±T~ 


<-t   dwelling  units  and   £ 


San  Francisco.     They  contain  <-f   dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

(4)  (State  the  reliex  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action^  06/ ^-/c_ 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  />€5*iC  ^  \^\^rX( '  ^  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

Tel.  No. 


Date 


[J   Signature  ("F 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 


Print  Name  Below)  ~\ 


AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


S=e  J^TZTZZ 


mu>    ,r  a»u~  QAo**-  e^^o  fir- 


5ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public 

Office  of  the  _ 


ADDRESS:   2614  BUCHANAN  STREET 

BLOCK:   0579  LOT:  010 
SEQ:       01  CASE:  DIO 

OWNER'S  NAME: 

ADAMS,  JOHN  C.   &  GREGORY  ADAMS,  JOHN  C.  2/3 

2614  BUCHANAN  ST.  ,  #3 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94115 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,675 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
MARCH  17  ,   1993   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 160  , 959  .  THE 
HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER 
WASREPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  :0F  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  .PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  60  DAYS  TO  FILE   FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  30  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF  APRIL  13, 
1993 


FILE   (2)  r  JOHN   E.  CRIBBS 


OWNER 


BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 
uc^awnvrn-     MARfH   17.    1993    r-,___  „„„ 


Q/J  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


;=ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
>OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant ' s  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Simkalo,  Richard  B.  

c/o  Osgood  Associates 

369  Broadway  

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dace:       July  7>  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice; 


|      }      Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_ 
BLOCK  0164 


55  Osgood  Place 


LOT 


022 


APPEAL  NO 


6490 


S-NC-DEQ  nPO 


INSPECTOR Robert  Noelke,    Acting  Chief 
ar  Appellant: 

"is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

June  10,  1993  t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28  ,  1993  

J  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Ipartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 

cuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ec.    Failure  Co  be  represented  will  conscicute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  encicled  Co  appear  personally  wich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Ronald  E.  Hothem 
369  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  cA  94133 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nc  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  to  Appellant's  Agent 
:0  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

15)   556-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
iten.ent  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
.390  Market  St,  Suite  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  554-8742  /0 
FILING  FEE:  SJ^T.^  


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


OSGOOD  ASSOCIATES 
Appellant  " 


Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

April  21,   1993  . 

The  affected  premises  are  located  at  _55   Osgood  ^lace 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   0 

rooming  units. 


dwelling  units  and 


(State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

The  purnorted  matters  in  the  HID  Notice  dated  March  6,  198°  was  include? 
ithin  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.   8914U6   (copy  attached)   and  v:as 
,ried  before  the  Honorable  Frank  W.   Shaw  in  January,   1992.     An  interlocutor-; 
udgment  issued   (copy  attached).     The  issues  raised  in  this  hearing  and  order 
ave  already  been  heard  and  tried  before  the  Superior  Court.     Further  ap^licati 
as  been  made  under  Planning  Code  §179  which  will  correct  any  errors  in  the 
epartment  of  Public  Work's  files  on  the  usage  of  this  property. 

(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 

This  action  must  be  abated  because   (1)   is  is  included  within  the  terms 
f  the  interlocutory  judgment,  or  (2)  if  not  included,  it  ,oould  havt 
een  and  failure  to  raise  the  issues  waives  them. 


(5) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agentpwr|^ate 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   


which) 


RECEIVED 

BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 

JUN  1  0  1933 
CODE  ENFORCEMENT  DIV. 


or    the  premises 


(6)       The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

369  Broadway,  San  Francisco,  California  9^133 


Tel.  No. 


Date 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

RONALD  E . " HOTHEM 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 


DATE :  OS/14/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
55   OSGOOD  PL 
BLOCK •    0164      LOT:  022 
SEP,:    01    CASE:  DDO 


SIMKALO   RICHARD  B 
%   OSGOOD  ASSOCIATES 
369  BROADWAY 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
HOTHEM  RONALD  E 


1/2 


INSPECTOR: 


94  133 


DISTRICT:  38A 


CT:  106 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    1 6  1878 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  05/05/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING   ORDER  NO.    16  1241. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts   as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows  * 

1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours   prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance under   the   terms   of   the  Building   Code   of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)   DAYS  of  06/0  1/93. 


Approved:  05/05/93 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID   (5)    (1  Signed) 


(415)554-8742 


38A-P20-P20-007 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE    250    SAN   FRANCISCO  9M102 


JUDGMENT 


n 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 


CHERYL  A.  ISELE 

LAW  OFFICES  OF  RONALD  E.  HOTHEM 
3  69  Broadway 

San  Francisco,   California  94133 


AUG  1 8  1992 


Attorneys  for  Defendant 

RONALD  E.  HOTHEM,  RICHARD  B.  SIMKALO, 
and  GERALDINE  A.  SIMKALO 


IN  THE  SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 


IN  AND  FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN 
FRANCISCO,  a  municipal  corp 


Case  No. 


891-446 


Plaintiff, 


vs . 


INJUNCTION  AND  INTERLOCUTORY 
JUDGMENT  NUNC  PRO  TUNC 


RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,  GERALDINE 
A.    SIMKALO,   RONALD  E.  HOTHEM, 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,  a 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  BLAIR  ALEXANDER, 
MARY  HELEN  LEVINE,  TERRENCE 
McNULTY,  and  DOE  ONE  through 
DOE  FIFTY,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


The  above-entitled  cause  came  on  regularly  for  trial  on 
January  29,  1992,  before  the  Honorable  Frank  W.  Shaw,  judge 
presiding,  sitting  without  a  jury.  Plaintiff,  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  ("CCSF")  appeared  by  its  attorney,  Louise  H.  Renne, 
City  Attorney,  through  Eleanor  A.  Elrod,  Deputy  City  Attorney. 
Defendants  Richard  B.  Simkalo,  Geraldine  A.  Simkalo  and  Ronald  E. 
Hothem,  appeared  by  their  attorney,  the  Law  Offices  of  Ronald  E. 
Hothem,  by  Cheryl  A.  Isele  (collectively  "Owner") .  Defendant  First 
Nationwide  Savings,  nka  First  Nationwide  Bank  ("Lender") ,  did  not 
appear. 


r      ,  I- 

C:OSGOOD*OS0702»i.PL2  /      /I  ) 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 


Pursuant  to  stipulation  of  both  sides  and  to  satisfy  the 
single  judgment  rule,  the  judgment  issued  by  Judge  pro  tern  Gargano 
entered  on  November  7,  1991  and  the  judgment  issued  by  Judge  Frank 
W.  Shaw  entered  on  April  7,  1992  are  vacated  and  this  new  and 
different  judgment  is  hereby  entered  as  follows: 

A  jury  trial  having  been  duly  waived,  the  Court  having  heard 
and  considered  the  testimony  and  the  arguments  of  counsel,  the 
matter  having  been  submitted  for  decision  and  the  court  having 
issued  its  statement  of  decision, 

IT  IS  HEREBY  ORDERED,   ADJUDGED  AND  DECREED: 

1.  The  premises  commonly  known  and  described  as  55-59  Osgood 

Place,   Block  164,   Lot  22,   San  Francisco,   California  ("Property") 

and  more  particularly  described  as  follows,  is  in  violation  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code: 

BEGINNING  at  a  point  on  the  westerly  line  of  Osgood 
Place,  distant  thereon  57  feet,  6  inches  southerly  from 
the  southerly  line  of  Broadway;  running  thence  southerly 
along  said  line  of  Osgood  Place  20  feet;  thence  at  a 
right  angle  westerly  52  feet  to  a  point  •  which  is 
perpendicularly  distant  easterly  137  feet,  6  inches  from 
the  easterly  line  of  Montgomery  Street;  thence  at  a  right 
angle  northerly  20  feet;  and  thence  at  a  right  angle 
easterly  52  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

BEING  portion  of  50  VARA  BLOCK  NO.  48. 

(Assessor's  Lot  22;  Block  164) 

2.  Specifically,  the  violations  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code  are  listed  in  Exhibit  A  and  incorporated  by 
reference  herein. 

3.  The  Owner  and  Owner's  agents,  employees,  successors  and 
assigns  and  the  agents,  employees,  successors  and  assigns  of  each 
of  them,  shall  cease  and  desist,  and  they  are,  and  each  of  them  is, 
hereby    enjoined    and    restrained    from    maintaining,  operating, 
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managing,  using  or  permitting  the  maintenance,  operations, 
management  or  use  of  the  Property  hereinabove  described  in  the 
manner  or  under  the  conditions,  or  any  of  them,  described  in 
Exhibit  A  attached  hereto; 

4.  Within  forty-five  (45)  days  from  the  effective  date 
hereof,  Owner  shall  apply  to  the  Central  Permit  Bureau  of  CCSF  for 
any  and  all  building  permits  required  by  law  to  perform  all  work 
necessary  to  cause  the  Property  and  all  parts  thereof,  to  conform 
to  law,  or  apply  to  the  Central  Permit  Bureau  for  a  permit  to 
demolish  this  structure  at  the  Property  and  take  all  action 
necessary  to  procure  the  issuance  of  said  permit  or  permits, 
including  the  filing  of  plans,  drawings  and  specifications  required 
therefor ; 

5.  Within  fifteen  (15)  days  after  notification  to  the  Owner 
or  the  Owner's  designated  representative  that  issuance  of  the 
required  permit  or  permits  has  been  approved  by  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  the  Owner  shall  obtain  such 
permit  or  permits; 

6.  Within  one  hundred  and  twenty  (12  0)  days  from  the  date  of 
notification,  to  the  Owner  or  the  Owner's  designated  representative 
by  the  Superintended  of  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  that  the 
issuance  of  the  required  permit  or  permits  has  been  approved,  Owner 
in  accordance  with  the  issued  permit  or  permits  shall  commence  to 
repair  and  restore  the  Property  and  structure  to  conform  to  law  as 
set  forth  in  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto,  or  to  demolish  the 
structure  and  clear  the  Property  of  all  parts  of  the  structure 
including  all  rubbish  and  debris; 


/// 
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7.  The  Owner  shall  prosecute  or  cause  to  be  prosecuted  the 
work  and  restoration,  or  the  work  of  demolition  and  the  clearing  of 
the  Property,  expeditiously,  diligently  and  continuously  to 
completion  and  complete  the  work  including  supplying  all  necessary 
documentation  for  obtaining  a  Certificate  of  Final  Inspection  and 
requesting  of  final  inspection  within  two  hundred  and  forty  (240) 
days  from  the  date  of  notification  of  approval  of  the  issuance  of 
the  required  permit  or  permits; 

8.  In  the  event  Owner  shall  fail  to  apply  for  and  obtain  the 
required  permit  or  permits  as  hereinabove  provided,  or  shall  fail 
to  commence  the  work  as  hereinabove  provided,  or  shall  fail  to  do 
or  cause  to  be  done  the  work  as  hereinabove  provided,  within  the 
time  hereinabove  prescribed,  then  the  county  Clerk  is  hereby 
ordered  to  issue  a  Writ  of  Possession  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  directing  the  sheriff  to  move  all 
persons  and  personal  property  from  the  Property  and  store  said 
personal  property  at  the  expense  of  the  Owner  and  to  put  CCSF,  its 
officers  and  employees  in  possession  of  the  property  and  to 
maintain  and  to  defend  CCSF  in  possession  thereof  for  such  time  as 
is  reasonably  necessary  for  CCSF  to  abate  the  violations  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  time 
reasonably  necessary  for  demolition  of  the  structure  and  removal  of 
all  rubbish  and  debris  from  the  Property; 

9.  In  the  event  CCSF  has  cause  to  repair,  restore,  demolish 
the  Property,  or  to  clear  the  Property  of  all  persons  and  personal 
property,  CCSF  shall  have  a  lien  upon  the  Property  in  the  amount 
expended  pursuant  to  this  Injunction  and  Interlocutory  Judgment 
Nunc    Pro    Tunc     (collectively    "Injunction")     to    accomplish  the 
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repairs,  restoration  or  demolition  and  clearing  of  the  Property  and 
the  lien  shall  have  priority  over  all  other  liens  and  encumbrances 
except  those  taxes  and  encumbrances  recorded  prior  the  recording  of 
the  lis  pendens  herein; 

10.  In  the  event  CCSF  shall  enter  into  possession  of  the 
Property  and  cause  the  Property  and  structure  to  be  repaired  and 
restored  to  conform  to  law  as  set  forth  in  Exhibit  A  attached 
hereto  or  to  be  demolished  and  the  site  thereof  cleared  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  injunction,  CCSF  may  apply  to  the  Court  by 
motion  for#  and  CCSF  shall  be  entitled  to,  a  final  judgment  ("Final 
Judgment")  against  Owner  and  its  successors  and  assigns  in  the 
amount  reasonably  expended  by  CCSF  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Injunction  and  CCSF's  lien  upon  the  Property  shall  be  in  the 
amount  in  addition  to  CCSF's  costs,  if  any,  herein;  and  in  said 
event,  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  and  satisfying  the  Final 
Judgment,  in  addition  to  any  other  remedy  of  CCSF  at  law  or  in 
equity  for  the  enforcement  of  this  Injunction  .and  the  Final 
Judgment,  the  Final  Judgment  shall  order  that  the  Property  shall  be 
sold  and  the  proceeds  applied  in  conformity  with  the  Final 
Judgment; 

11.  Upon  issuance  o  the  Certificate  of  Final  Completion,  CCSF 
shall  forthwith  cause  to  be  released  and  expunged  from  the  office 
of  the  Recorder  of  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  all  orders  of 
abatement,  lis  pendens,  and/or  judgments  which  may  have  been 
recorded  in  reference  to  the  Property  under  this  action  number. 

12.  CCSF  will  not  enforce  the  Injunction  against  the  Lender 
unless  and  until  Lender  becomes  the  record  owner  of  the  Property 
through  foreclosure  or  otherwise. 
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13.  If  the  Owner  fails  to  abate  the  nuisance  on  the  Property, 
and  if  demolition  of  the  Property  is  the  only  remaining 
alternative,  CCSF  will  promptly  notify  Lender  to  complete 
foreclosure  of  the  Property,  obtain  title,  and  either  abate  the 
code  violations  or  determine  that  rehabilitation  is  not 
economically  feasible. 

14.  The  Court  expressly  reserves  jurisdiction  to  take  such 
further  action  including  the  rendition  of  the  Final  Judgment  herein 
as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  hereof; 

15.  CCSF  is  entitled  to  recover  costs  from  owner;  and 


16. 


The  effective  date  of  this  is  as  of  July 


1992  . 
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EXHIBIT  A 

PROPERTY  ADDRESS:      55-59   OSGOOD  PLACE 


*1.  Residential  Conversion  of  the  second  story  is  permitted  by 
conditional  use  authorization  from  the  City  Planning 
Commission  only,  and  is  not  permitted  on  the  third  story  and 
above,  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial  District.  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.38. 

*2.  Business  or  Professional  Service  uses  are  not  permitted  on  the 
third  story  and  above  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial 
District.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.53. 

3.  No  license  for  a  building  permit  or  other  permit  or  license, 
or  for  a  permit  of  Occupancy,  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Department  of  City  Planning,  and  no  permit  or  license  shall  be 
issued  by  CCSF  department  which  would  authorize  a  new  use, 
change  of  use  or  maintenance  of  an  existing  use  on  any  land  or 
structure  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  Code.  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  715. (a) . 

4.  Work  was  done  in  converting  this  building  from  R-l  occupancy 
(3  units)  to  B-2  occupancy  (office  use)  without  the  proper 
permits.     San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  3  01. 

*  If  Planning  Code  Section  179  is  duly  enacted,  a  mechanism 
would  exist  to  allow  legalization  of  use  of  the  Property  under 
the  Municipal  Code.  In  that  event,  Defendant  may  comply  with 
Planning  Code  Section  179  in  lieu  of  these  cited  sections.  If 
Planning  Code  Section  179  is  not  enacted,  Defendant  must 
comply  with  these  sections.  In  either  event,  Defendant  must 
comply  with  either  Section  179  or  Paragraphs  1  and  2  above 
within  the  time  constraints  of  this  Injunction. 
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The  violations  listed  herein  are  those  which  were  observed  and 
do  not  include  violations  which  may  be  concealed  and  become 
evident  when  work  is  begun. 
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LOUISE  H.  RENNE 

City  Attorney 

CODE  ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

SUSAN  J.  MACHTINGER 

Deputy  City  Attorney 

214  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  California 

(415)  864-2035 

Attorney  for  Plaintiff 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
a  municipal  corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,  GERALDINE 
A.   SIMKALO,    RONALD  E.  HOTHEM, 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS, 
a  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,    BLAIR  ALEXANDER, 
MARY  HELEN  LEVINE, 
TERENCE  McNULTY, 
and  DOE  ONE  through  DOE 
FIFTY,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


FIRST  CAUSE  OF  ACTION  FOR  PUBLIC  NUISANCE 
BROUGHT  BY  PLAINTIFF  AGAINST  ALL  DEFENDANTS 


A.      FIRST  COUNT  BASED   IN  COMMON  LAW 


1.  At  all  times  mentioned  herein  plaintiff  was,  and  still 
is,  a  municipal  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  and  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California. 


ENDORSED 

ten  Frzncixo  County  StBricr  Ccun 
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DONALD  W.  DICKINSON,  Clerk 
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2.  Defendants  Doe  One  through  Doe  Fifty  are  sued  herein 
under  fictitious  names;   plaintiff  does  not  at  this  time  know  the 
true  names  or  capacities  of  said  defendants,   but  prays  that  the 
same  may  be  inserted  herein  when  ascertained. 

3.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned  each  defendant  was  an 
agent,   servant,   employee,   partner,   franchisee  and  joint  venturer 
of  each  other  defendant  and  at  all  times  was  acting  within  the 
course  and  scope  of  said  agency,   service,   employment,  partner- 
ship,  franchise  and  joint  venture. 

4.  Plaintiff  brings  this  action  pursuant  to  Sections  17980 
et  seq.   of  the  Health  and  Safety  Code,   Civil  Code  Section  3494, 
C.C.P.   Section  731  and  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code. 

5.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,   defendants  have  been,  the 
owners,    lessees,   sublessees,   occupants,   users,   hirers,  operators, 
managers,  maintainers  or  holders  of   liens  on  the  premises,   or  of 
some  right,   title  or  interest  in  the  premises  commonly  known  as 
55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,   Lot  22,    in  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,   State  of  California,   and  more  particularly  described 
in  Exhibit  A  which  is  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof. 

6.  Said  defendants  now  are,   and  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time  heretofore  and  at  all  times  herein  mentioned  have  been, 
maintaining  said  premises  in  such  a  manner  as  to  constitute  a 
continuing,   visible  public  nuisance,   dangerous  to  human  life  and 
detrimental  to  the  comfortable  enjoyment  of   life  or  property  and 
injurious  to  the  real  and  personal  property  of  the  residents  and 
citizens  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;   the  conditions 
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constituting  said  public  nuisance  are  more  particularly  set  forth 
in  Exhibit  B  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof;   at  all  times 
herein  mentioned  said  defendants  had  notice  and  knowledge  that 
said  premises  constituted  a  public  nuisance  as  aforesaid. 

7.  Plaintiff  has  no  adequate  remedy  at  law  in  that  damages 
are  insufficient  to  protect  the  public  from  the  present  danger 
and  harm  caused  by  the  conditions  described  above. 

8.  Unless  said  nuisance  is  abated  by  this  Honorable  Court, 
said  community  and  neighborhood,   and  the  residents  and  citizens 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  will  suffer  irreparable 
injury  and  damage,   in  that  said  conditions  will  continue  to  be 
injurious  to  the  enjoyment  and  the  free  use  of  the  life  and 
property  of  said  citizens  and  residents  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco. 


9.  Plaintiff  hereby  incorporates  by  reference  paragraphs  1, 
2,  3,  4,  5,  7,  and  8  of  the  First  Count  and  makes  them  a  part  of 
this,   the  Second  Count,   as  though  fully  set  out  herein. 

10.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,   the  aforesaid  premises 
have  constituted  a  public  nuisance,   being  in  violation  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code  and  the  State  Housing  Law,   by  reason  of 
the  existence  on  the  premises  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
Exhibit  B  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof.     At  the  time  of 
trial,   Plaintiff  will  move  the  Court  to  amend  this  Complaint  to 
include  any  conditions  discovered  after  the  filing  of  this 
complaint . 


B. 


SECOND  COUNT  FOR  VIOLATION  OF  STATUTORY 
AND  ADMINISTRATIVE  AUTHORITY 
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SECOND  CAUSE  OF  ACTION  FOR  NON-COMPLIANCE 
WITH  ORDER  OF  ADMINISTRATIVE  BOARD 
BROUGHT  BY  PLAINTIFF  AGAINST  ALL  DEFENDANTS 


11.  Plaintiff  hereby  incorporates  by  reference  paragraphs 
1,   2,   3,   4,   5,   7,   8  and  10  of  the  First  Cause  of  Action  and  makes 
them  a  part  of  this,   the  Second  Cause  of  Action  as  though  fully 
set  out  herein. 

12.  Prior  to  the  filing  of  this  action,   pursuant  to  Section 
203(d)   of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,   a  public  hearing  on  the  aforementioned  violations 
existing  in  the  subject  premises  was  held  before  the  Director  of 
Public  Works  or  his  designee;   after  a  full  hearing  said  premises 
were  declared  a  public  nuisance  and  the  owners  of  said  premises 
were  ordered  to  obtain  the  necessary  permits  to  demolish  the 
building  located  on  said  premises  or  to  bring  the  condition  of 
said  building  into  conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Code,   all  such  work  to  be  completed  within  a  specified  time  after 
said  hearing;   said  defendants  as  the  owners,   successors  in 
interest,   lessees,   sublessees,  occupants,   users,  hirers, 
operators,  managers,   maintainers , or  holders  of  liens  on  said 
premises  have  failed  and  still  fail  to  comply  with  said  order. 

WHEREFORE,   plaintiff  prays: 

1.  that  said  nuisance  be  abated; 

2.  that  defendants  be  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
maintaining  or  permitting  the  maintaining  of  said  conditions,  or 
any  of  them; 
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3.  that  said  defendants  be  ordered  to  vacate  said  premises 
and  all  parts  thereof  and  be  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
renting,   leasing,   occupying,   or  otherwise  using  said  premises  or 
any  part  thereof  while  said  conditions,   or  any  of  them,   exist  and 
until  said  premises  and  structure(s)   and  all  parts  thereof  have 
been  repaired  and  restored  to  conform  to  law; 

4.  that  said  defendants  be  ordered  to  cause  said 
structure(s)  and  all  parts  thereof  to  conform  to  law  or  to 
demolish,  or  cause  to  be  demolished,   said  structure(s)   and  to 
clear  the  site  thereof;   that  in  the  event  that  said  defendants 
shall  fail,   refuse  or  neglect  to  cause  said  structure(s)    and  all 
parts  thereof  to  conform  to  law,   or  to  demolish  the  same  and 
clear  the  site  thereof,   the  plaintiff  shall  be  authorized  to 
enter  upon  said  premises,   remove  all  persons  and  personal 
property  situated  therein  and  store  said  personal  property,  and 
to  demolish  said  structure(s)   and  clear  the  site  thereof; 

5.  that  Plaintiff  shall  have  a   lien  upon  said  premises  in 
the  amount  expended  pursuant  to  said  authority  and  to  have 
judgment  in  said  amount  against  said  defendants,   their  successors 
and  assigns; 

6.  that  Plaintiff  be  awarded  its  costs  incurred  herein; 

7.  that  the  plaintiff  shall  have  such  further  and  other 
relief  as  the  court  deems  just. 

DATED:     April    \4     /    1988  LOUISE  H.    RENNE,   City  Attorney 

By    ,( cfl^^.Unrii\i  os!  ft  I 

SUSAN  4.   MACHT I NGER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 

5 

4  8  S  5  E 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

25 
26 


v 


-  VERIFICATION 


I,  JOHN  GREENE,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  Building  Inspector  for  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco . 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located  at 
55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,   Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     The  same  are  true  save  and  except 
such  matters  as  are  therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;  as 
to  all  such  matters  your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be 
true . 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


^     JOHN  GREENE 
Building  Inspector 
Department  of  Public  Works 


/// 
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V 


VERIFICATION 


I,   Barry  Pearl,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  City  Planner  for  the 
Department  of  City  Planning  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located 

at  55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,   Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     As  to  the  alleged  violations  of 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  relating  to  City  Planning,  the 
same  is  true  of  my  own  knowledge  except  such  matters  as  are 
therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;   as  to  which  matters 
your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be  true. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


Dated: 


April      12/  1988 


City  Plajruier 
Department  of  City  Planning 
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EXHIBIT  A 


Property  Address: 
55  Osgood  Place 


All  that  property  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
State  of  California,  described  as  follows: 


BEGINNING  at  a  point  on  the  westerly  line  of 
Osgood  Place,   distant  thereon  57  feet,   6  inches 
southerly  from  the  southerly  line  of  Broadway; 
running  thence  southerly  along  said  line  of  Osgood 
Place  20  feet;   thence  at  a  right  angle  westerly  52 
feet  to  a  point  which  is  perpendicularly  distant 
easterly  137  feet,   6  inches  from  the  easterly  line 
of  Montgomery  Street;   thence  at  a  right  angle 
northerly  20  feet;   and  thence  at  a  right  angle 
easterly  52  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 


BEING  portion  of   50  VARA  BLOCK  NO.  48. 


(Assessor's  Lot  22;   Block  164) 
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EXHIBIT  B 


Property  Address: 
55  Osgood  Place 


The  parapet  walls  do  not  possess  sufficient  strength  and 
stability  to  withstand  earthguake  force  and  will  pose  a 
hazard  to  the  public  during  an  earthguake.     San  Francisco 
Building  Code  Article  2.5. 

The  owner(s)   shall  obtain  the  applicable  permit  to" 
rehabilitate  this  building  and  correct  all  listed  violations 
and  any  others  which  may  be  found  to  exist  when 
rehabilitation  is  in  progress. 

Residential  Conversion  of  the  second  story  is  permitted  by 
conditional  use  authorization  from  the  City  Planning 
Commission  only,   and  is  not  permitted  on  the  third  story  and 
above,   in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial  District. 
San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.38. 

Business  or  Professional  Service  uses  are  not  permitted  on 
the  third  story  and  above  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section 


No  application  for  a  building  permit  or  other  permit  or 
license,   or  for  a  permit  of  Occupancy,   shall  be  approved  by 
the  Department  of  City  Planning,    and  no  permit  or  license 
shall  be  issued  by  any  City  department  which  would  authorize 
a  new  use,    a  change  of  use  or  maintenance  of  an  existing  use 
of  any  land  or  structure  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Code.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  175(a). 

The  violations  listed  herein  are  those  which  were  observed 
and  does  not  include  violations  which  may  be  concealed  and 
become  evident  when  work  is  begun. 


714 . 53  . 
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LOUISE  H.  RENNE 

City  Attorney 

CODE  ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

SUSAN  J.  MACHTINGER 

DAVID  SMITH  FOX 

Deputy  City  Attorneys 

214  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  California  94102-4574 
(415)  864-2035 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


V 

ENDORSED 

.  „  FILED 

San  Frtncljco  County  Superior  Ccurt 

JUL  -  5  1983 

DONALD  W.  DICKINSON,  Clzzh 
nv.    S.  DOUGLAS  

D^po  Curk 


0 


SUPERIOR  COURT- OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
a  municipal  corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

vs  . 

RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,   GERALDINE  A. 
SIMKALO,    RONALD  E.    HOTHEM,  FIRST 
NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,   a  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  BLAIR 
ALEXANDER,   MARY  HELEN  LEVINE, 
TERENCE  McNULTY, 
and  DOE  ONE  through  DOE  FIFTY, 
inclusive, 

Defendants . 


No.  891-446 


AMENDMENT  TO  COMPLAINT 


Plaintiff  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  hereby  amends- 
Exhibit  B  to  the  complaint  in  the  above-entitled  action  by  addin 
the  following  directly  after  paragraph  5-  of  Exhibit  B: 


;;ne  in  the  building  without  the  proper  permits, 
co  Building  Code  Section  301. 


1988 


LOUISE  H.   RENNE,   City  Attorney 


-0^ 


Y.  MACHflNG 


± 


SLfSAW  J\.  MACHTINGER 
Dep^crcy  City  Attorney 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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DBIN  FAY 
rig  Inspector 
of  Public  Works 
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VERIFICATION 


I,   ROBIN  FAY,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  Housing  Inspector  for  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located  at 
55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,  Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     The  same  are  true  save  and  except 


such  matters  as  are  therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;  as 
to  all  such  matters  your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be 
true . 


State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 


Dated:  1  -  1  '  0& 


I      |  ROBIN  FAY 
Housing  Inspector 
Department  of  Public  Works 


/// 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  NO.  891-446 


I,   MY  A.   LAM,  say: 

I  am  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,   over  eighteen  years 
of  age,   a  resident  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  not  a  party  to  the  within  action;   that  my  business 
address  is  214  Van  Ness  Avenue,   San  Francisco,  California 
94102 . 

That  on 


7-r-  J7/ 


I  served 


AMENDMENT  TO  COMPLAINT 


by  placing  a  true  copy  thereof  in  an  envelope  addressed  to: 


RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,    2614   JACKSON,    #B,    SAN  FRANCISCO,    CA  94115 
GERALDINE  A.    SIMKALO,    2614  JACKSON,    #B,    S.F.,   CA  94115 
RONALD  E.   HOTHEM,    3  69  BROADWAY,    SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94133 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,    c/o  ROBERT  E.   GRAHAM,    455  HICKEY 
BLVD.   DALY  CITY,    CA  94015 

BLAIR  ALEXANDER,    MARY  HELN  LEVINE,    THERRENCE  McNULTY, 
C/O  JACK  LEVINE,    P.O.    BOX  2303,    SAN  FRANCISCO,    CA  9412  6 


and  by  then  sealing  and  depositing  said  envelope,  with 
postage  thereon  fully  prepaid,   in  the  United  States  Mail  at 
San  Francisco,  California.     That  there  is  delivery  service  by 
United  States  Mail  at  the  place  so  addressed  or  regular 
communication  by  United  States  Mail  between  the  place  of 
mailing  and  the  place  so  addressed. 

I  declare  (or  certify)  under  penalty  of  perjury  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is 
true  and  correct. 

Date  MY  A.  L^M  "  z  " 


DECLARATION  OF  SERVICE  BY  MAIL 


(J*) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


CE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Pedro  S.  Duarte  

3215    Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


Dace:       Jul7  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

\  X  |      Director's  Order 

j      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  5615 


3215-19  Mission  St 
LOT  050 


6491 


S-NC-DEQ  BWO 


APPEAL  NO._ 
INSPECTOR      Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


r  Appellant: 


s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

July  6,  1993     ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

^further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
iartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
'amenta  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

i  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
3  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant 


215   (Rev.  9/87) 
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File  appeal  with 
;>ment  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
£90  Market  St,  Suite  250 
an  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  554-8742  „ 
FILING  FEE:  $  ^  6 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


' Appellant  7  ~ 


Appeal  Number- 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of ^Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 
U^^e  Of  -  . 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   £   dwelling  units  and   

rooming  units.  ' 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

Zftt'v'f      j0fpsc<*-rr<oKi>  tin/PL  <d-e^rt^*te. 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 


(5) 
(6) 


Date 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


JEW  - 


Tel.  No. 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,"  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


ADDRESS:   3215-19  MISSION  STREET 


BLOCK 
SEQ: 


5615 
01 


LOT:  050 
CASE:  BWO 


DUARTE,   PEDRO  S. 
3215  MISSION  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94110 


AFPEAL  FILING 
Fife  appeal  wWlce  of  the  Director 
Abatement  Appeals  Beard  (AAB) 
1390  Market  St.,  Suite  250 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  554-8742  /„ 
FILING  FEE:  S, 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
DUARTE,  PEDRO 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203 . R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  162,016 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
JUNE  9  ,   1993   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 161  , 859. 
THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  AND  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS 

3.  60  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 


APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE  FILED 
WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF  JULY  6,  1993. 


1, 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)  (1  signed) 


APPROVED: 

(15)  554-6920 


e 


fOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


JUNE  9,  1993 


Gj3 


Room  260,  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94  102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
BATEHENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


5FPIC£  Of  THE  S£CJL£TaAT 

»50  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
>an  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  0?  APPEAL 

HP  Director's  Order 
/  I  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
r~l  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£J  ABSENT 
ITJ  PRESENT 


appellant     Thompson  Chow 


Address         P.  0.  Box  6357    PROPERTY  ADDRESS    530  Jackson  Street 


San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


BLOCK     0176  LOT  009 


HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993 


APPEAL  NUMBER  6486 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  another  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  July  28,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


cc:     Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

220  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  691 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  In  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  thac  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  Mr  A  Ulster  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

LTE  MAILED:     July  8,  1993   

I!  o 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


Omd  Of  THE  SECAfTAAY 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

fTI  Director's  Order 
f~~l  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
I  7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

m  ABSENT 
[J  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Thompson  Chow 


P.  0.  Box  6357 


San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0176 


530  Jackson  Street 
LOT  009 


HEARING  DATE  May  26,  1993 


6486 


APPEAL  NUMBER_ 

INSPECTOR    L.~M.  Kornf  ield ,  Chief 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days  at  the  request  of  the  Appellant's 
Attorney.     The  next  hearing  will  he  on  June  23,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall, 
Room  282. 

cc:     Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

220  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  691 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Neil  G. jRains,  AIA,  Secretary 
«  Abatement  Appeals  Board 

REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm. 260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


JATE  MAILED:      June  7»  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


HC£  OF  THE  SKAETAAY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Thompson  Chow 


P.  O.  Box  6357 

San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


Dace: 


May  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1  X  |     Director's  Order 

|      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic: 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complain 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     530  Jackson  Street 

BLOCK     0176   LOT  009  

APPEAL  NO.    6486         S-NC-DEQ  DCO 

INSPECTOR     L.  M.  Kornfield  

ar  Appellant: 

Ls  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

March  31,  1993    .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      May  26,  1993  

.:'  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
'oartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
cumencs  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
k.     Failure  Co  be  represenced  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ct  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  wich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  with 
(i  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  cruly  yours 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a 
copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  agent. 


cc:    Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

220  Montgomery    St,,  ST&.4^/ 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(45)  558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


(40 


10:19 


NO.  258 


APPEAL  FILING 
Fife  appeaf  with 
>a  lament  Appeals  Board  {AABJ 

1390  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THS  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102       °?  ™s  CITY  AND  C0WTX  op  SAN  Francisco 
TeL  No.  554-8742 
FfUNG  FEE  S5<hbO 

 '   DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


THOMPSON  CHOW   Appeal  Number 

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeal!  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203,1  of  the  Building  Code,  ?«jct  XI,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Pranciac© 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allocations  in  connection  tharewithi 

(1)  The  ordar  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  city  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

February  ?.4t    1991  — ^    (DPW  Order  No.  1615JU) 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     530  Jackson  Street  , 
San  Francisco.    They  contain  ~         dwelling  units  ana 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  tharetOi) 

See  attached  letter  dated  March  29,  1993. 


(4)     (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  bo  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. } 

See  attached  letter  dated  March  29,  1993. 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s>  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which}    of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above     Agent    ♦ 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

220  Montgomery  Street.   Sjjj&g  SQi  

San  Francisco,  CA  94104  

 Tel.  Ho.    (415)  989-6771 


cite    March  29,-1993 


Alice  Suet  Yee/Ba-rkley 


(rile  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Boon  260,  To*.  Plaza  Dldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  564-8742 . ) 


3>1 


San    Carlos/Ui I i-Cai I 


A  1 3  39332H6 


P".  82 


Crty  arid  Counfy  of  *«n  Prariefaoo      "  ** ':        DopartmariioT Public  Works 

APPEAL  «UM  !'  ^■'•"^j 

ADDRESS:     530  JAC«0-  STREET  ,^J»W^    "  j 

Tel  No,  SMIJSjk 

1UKQ  FT" 


8L0CX:  0176 
SEQ . :  01 


LOT: 
CASE: 


009 
0C0 


CN0W  THOMPSON 

P.  0.  BOX  6357 

SAN  MATEO,  CA  94403 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
CHOW  THOMPSON 

! 
i 


ORDER  OP  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  Of  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  lSTT^n  ~r 


HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OS, THE.. SUPERINTENDENT  0 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN 
FEBRUARY  24,  1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  DPW  HEA 
160 ,225 .  THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE 
DIRECTOR.    THE  OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


THE  BUREAU  OF 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
A80VE  WAS  tHEL 0  ON 
RING  ORDER  NO. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1 .  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  &Y  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  3UILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAIO  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO . 

.   i  j 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OP''  gXTTT BirrfoTKfi  TQ-  COMPLY"  WITH"" 
THE  F0LL0W1K8:  j  1 

1.    30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 


30  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,  FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  Till:  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 


THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE 1  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

I 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203,0}  OF  THE  SAN  fRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMFNT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.  (5&4-0742),  ANU  MUSI  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  JEN  (10)  DAYS  OF  MARCH 
23,  1993.  A   /}  L   


I  ox 


FILE  (2)  • 
OWNER 

BBI  (3)  M  <lan»rf] 


JOHN  Ei  CRIB8S  i 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


4  I6by%324  t 


ALICE  SUET  YEE  BARKLEY 


Attorney  at  Law 


^4.  ^/zf<B 


The  Mills  Building.  Suite  691 
220  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco.  California  94104- 


Tel:  (415)  989-6771 
Fax:  (4.15)  989- ICR  2 


March  29,  1993 


Mr.  Neil  G.  Rains 
Secretary  of  the  Board 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
1390  Market  Street,  Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     DPW  Order  No.   161531  -     530  Jackson  Street 


Dear  Mr.  Rains: 

Our  office  represents  Thompson  Chow,  the  property  owner.  On 
or  about  March  16,  1993,  the  Director  of  Public  Works  issued  Order 
No.  161531,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached  for  your  information.  By 
this  letter,  we  are  appealing  the  Director's  Order,  and  are  seeking 
modification  of  the  compliance  requirements . 

On  February  24,  1993,  representatives  of  Mr.  Chow  met  with  you 
(as  Assistant  Superintendent  of  Construction  Inspection),  and  Frank 
Chui  (Assistant  Superintendent  of  Plans  Review  Approval),  to 
discuss  the  precise  scope  of  compliance.  At  this  time,  building 
permit  application  no.  9205867  has  been  submitted  and  is  pending 
before  the  Department.  When  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  has 
completed  its  review  and  site  visit,  it  is  our  hope  that  a  mutually 
agreed  upon  plan  can  be  arrived  at  to  bring  the  building  up  to 
Code . 

For  the  sake  of  brevity,  a  copy  of  our  letter  to  John  Cribbs, 
the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  which  sets  forth 
the  background  of  this  case  is  attached  herewith  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth.  As  noted  in  this 
letter,  the  property  owner  is  faced  with  severe  financial 
constraints.  Mr.  Chow  is  proposing  to  comply  with  the  seismic 
safety  requirements  under  the  new  UMB  ordinance.  In  our  discussion 
with  Mr.  Chui,  he  does  not  believe  that  the  Superintendent  has  the 
power  or  authority  to  extend  the  time  period  of  compliance,  and 
suggested  that  this  matter  be  appealed  to  you  for  your 
consideration . 


Mr.  Neil  G.  Rains 


-2- 


March  29,  1993 


Prior  to  the  hearing,  and  after  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  has  completed  their  review,  and  provides  our  office  with 
its  determination  on  the  precise  scope  of  work  to  be  undertaken,  we 
will  amend  this  letter  to  discuss  our  appeal  with  more  specificity. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  me. 


cc:     Mr.  William  M.  Abend-President 
Mr.  Kenneth  Boyhegian 
Mr.  Harry  Jamerson 
Ms .  Shirley  Yawitz 
Mr.  Carl  Ernst 
Mr.  Thompson  Chow 
Mr.  Andrew  Fagan 
Mr.  Wayne  Hu 


A0325932.CHO 


Very  truly  yours, 


ALICE  SUET  YEE  BARKLEY 

Artomey  at  Law 
The  Mills  Building.  Suite  691 
220  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco.  California  94-104- 

Tfcl:  (415)  989-€771 
Fax:  (415)  989-1042 


February  23,  1993 


Mr.  John  Cribbs 
Director 

Department:  of  Public  Works 
City  Hall,  Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     530  Jackson  Street,  San  Francisco 


Dear  Mr-  Cribbs: 

Our  office,  along  with  Andrew  Fagan  of  Bryant,  Clohan,  Ott  & 
Baruh,  represents  Thompson  Chow,  the  property  owner,  who  recently 
inherited  the  property  after  the  death  of  his  mother.  This  letter 
is  in  response  to  the  Notice  of  Regular  Hearing  of  Complaint  dated 
August  3,  1992,  issued  by  L.  L.  Litchfield,  Superintendent  of  the 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection.  The  complaint . stated  that  the  upper 
three  floors  of  the  building  were  converted  to  commercial  use 
without  a  lawful  permit,  and  requested  that  the  owner/lessee  submit 
a  building  permit  to  legalize  the  commercial  use,  or  to  revert  the 
upper  floors  to  its  legal  use  (residential)  .  Before  responding  to 
the  alleged  violations  of  the  Building  Code,  it  is  important  to  set 
down  the  facts  pertaining  to  this  building  since  1975. 

BACKGROUND 

This  property  was  the  subject  of  an  abatement  proceeding  in 
1966.  Mrs.  Chow  had  inherited  the  property  from  her  late  husband 
in  the  1950s.  Mrs.  Chow  neither  spoke  or  understood  written 
English.  As  a  result,  she  was  not  aware  of  problems  related  to  the 
subject  property  until  the  City  initiated  injunctive  relief 
proceedings  to  abate  the  Code  violations.  Because  of  Mrs.  Chow's 
language  handicap,  she  determined  to  master  lease  the  building.  In 
1975,  Mr.  Chow's  late  mother  leased  the  building  to  Merrill  Jew, 
because  he  is  a  licensed  architect,  for  a  period  of  ten  years. 
This  lease  stipulates  that  the  property  was  to  be  used  for 
commercial  purposes  only.  Under  the  lease,  Mr.  Jew  was  responsible 
for  bringing  the  building  into  compliance  with  the  then  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Building  Code  governing  commercial  buildings  (F-2 
occupancy) . 


Mr.  John  Cribbs 
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February  23,  1993 


At  all  times  during  Mr.  Jew's  lease  term,  all  correspondence 
related  to  permits,  taxes,  licenses,  and  other  matters  from  the 
City  were  directed  exclusively  to  Mr.  Jew.  As  your  Department's 
records  will  indicate,  this  building  was  the  subject  of  a  court 
action  in  1974.  When  the  court  action  was  finally  settled,  Mrs. 
Chow  rightfully  assumed  that  all  Building  Code  violations  were 
abated,  and  that  the  building  had  been  lawfully  converted  to 
commercial  use. 

In  Spring  of  19  88,  Mrs.  Chow  was  placed  in  a  skilled  nursing 
facility  and  Petition  for  Conservatorship  was  filed  with  the 
Superior  Court  in  July,  1988.  In  1989,  Mr.  Jew  declined  to  renew 
the  lease  for  an  additional  period.  When  Mr.  Jew  terminated  the 
lease,  the  ground  floor  was  occupied,  and  the  upper  floors  were 
occupied  by  commercial  tenants,  and  was  50  percent  occupied.  Mrs. 
Chow  became  ill,  and  subsequently  passed  away  on  April  17,  1990, 
and  her  estate  was  probated  in  the  Superior  Court  of  San  Mateo 
County  on  July  27,  1990.  When  the  property  was  probated  in  the 
Superior  Court,  the  estate  believed  that  the  building  was  lawfully 
converted  to  commercial  use  in  1975,  and  the  estate  tax  was 
appraised  based  on  its  commercial  use.  A  loan  was  taken  out  on  the 
subject  property  to  pay  the  estate  tax  which  amounted  to  $862,719. 
At  the  present  time,  all  rental  from  the  subject  property  is 
directed  toward  the  payment  of  this  estate  tax  loan.  A  balance  of 
$198,000  is  currently  owed  for  Federal  Estate  Tax.  There  is  still 
a  possibility  that  the  estate  tax  may  be  revised  should  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  dispute  the  appraisal  for  the  property. 

Because  Mr.  Chow  was  a  teenager  still  in  high  school  when  the 
lease  with  Mr.  Jew  was  executed,  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  permit 
process  undertaken  by  Mr.  Jew.  When  Mr.  Chow  received  the  August, 
1992  Notice,  his  attorney  advised  Mr.  Jew  to  take  out  the  necessary 
permit  to  legalize  the  use.  In  April,  1992,  Mr.  Jew  informed  Mr. 
Chow's  attorney  that  he  had  submitted  building  permit  application 
no.  9205867  to  bring  the  property  into  compliance.  On  or  about 
June  26,  1992,  Inspector  Downes  of  Plan  Review  informed  Mr.  Chow  in 
writing  of  certain  deficiencies  in  the  plan  submitted  by  Mr.  Jew. 

Since  then,  Mr.  Chow  has  diligently  attempted  to  resolve  the 
alleged  deficiencies  in  the  building.  Mr.  Chow  has  engaged  an 
architect  to  independently  review  the  permit  history  and  the  work 
set  forth  in  Inspector  Downes 's  letter  of  June  26,  1992.  As  part 
of  the  probate  proceedings,  Peter  Cully  &  Associates  was  engaged  to 
advise  Mr.  Chow  on  the  requirements  for  seismic  upgrade  under  the 
then  pending  ordinance.  Plant  Construction  Company  and  Forde 
Mazzola  Associates,  Inc.  were  engaged  to  provide  Mr.  Chow  the  cost 
estimates  for  meeting  the  future  seismic  upgrade  requirements . 


Mr.  John  Cribbs 
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Febmary  23,  1993 


The  Building  Was  Lawfully  Converted  To  Commercial  Use  By  The 
Previous  Lessee. 

Mr.  Chow  met  with  Mr.  Jew  to  ascertain  the  precise  nature  of 
the  work  undertaken  from  1975  to  1988,  and  the  nature  of  approval 
obtained  from  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection.  It  is  Mr.  Jew's 
opinion  that  the  work  undertaken  in  1975  was  sufficient  to  change 
the  occupancy  of  the  entire  building  to  F-2  occupancy  (now  B-2)  . 
Mr.  Jew  asserts  that  the  complaint  and  notice  of  violations  were 
erroneously  issued  by  the  Department. 

At  the  February  24,  1993  hearing,  Mr.  Jew  will  testify  to  the 
nature  of  approval  received  in  1975,  which  changed  the  legal  use  of 
the  entire  building  to  commercial  and  office  use  (F-2),  and  that  he 
followed  the  advice  given  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  when 
the  permit  application  was  submitted.  Mr.  Jew  will  also  testify  to 
approval  by  the  Fire  Inspector  of  certain  equivalencies  provided  in 
lieu  of  a  second  means  of  egress  for  commercial  occupancy  (F-2)  at 
that  time.  He  will  also  present  evidence  that  section  104(f)  was 
not  triggered  by  the  applications  submitted  in  1974  and  1975. 

If  Mr.  Jew  is  correct,  that  the  building  was  lawfully 
converted  to  office  use,  then,  the  complaint  must  be  dismissed.  If 
the  hearing  officer  determines  that  the  building  was  not  lawfully 
converted  to  office  use  by  Mr.  Jew's  1974  and  1975  applications, 
then,  Mr.  Chow  will  present  a  plan  for  the  Bureau's  consideration 
to  bring  the  building  into  compliance  within  30  days.  As  stated 
before,  the  subject  property  has  a  mortgage  in  order  to  pay  the 
estate  tax.  The  proposed  code  compliance  work  must  be  undertaken 
in  phases  because  of  fiscal  constraints. 

Mr.  Chow  looks  forward  to  arriving  at  a  mutually  agreeable 
resolution  to  the  issues  raised  in  the  Notice  of  Complaint  dated 
August  3,  1992.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  do  not  hesitate 
to  call  me. 


cc:     Mr.  Larry  Litchfield 

Mr.  Thompson  Chow 

Mr.  Wayne  Hu 

Mr.  Andrew  Fagan 

Mr.  Wil  Wong 

Mr.  James  T.  Johnson 

Mr.  Merrill  Jew 

1921893 l.CHO 


Very  truly  yours, 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


IE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Do  Lai  &  Lai  Tat  Young  Rev.  Tr 
c/o  Do  Loy  &  Lai  Tao  Young 

677  Clay  Street  

San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Date : 


July  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other 


c  Appellant: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1001-05  Powell  St. 
BLOCK       0212  LOT  008 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3353         S-NC-DEQ  DA 


Robert  Noelke  ,  Acting  Chief 


5  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

•eb.  17,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

'loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
irtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
^imencs  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
I.     Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

n  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
n counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


c:     Do  Lay  Young 

677  Clay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent 


:i  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

m)  558-6168         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEACFILING 
file  appeal  with 
ment.Appeafs  Board  (A4§) 

10  Market  St,  Suits  2ft)  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

§  FxantisCO,  CA  B4102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-1742 
1LING  FEE:  3 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


fa/-)*-  S3  S3 

Appeal  Number   


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith:  „  ~ 

s-       O *  oil 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     /  O &  / -  £?  A        f  a^ttA2-L£,  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain    dwelling  units  and  cj. 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Dated: 


rv7  sig 


.griatare/^ Print  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA       94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


:ty  and  County  of  San  Fn  _  ^isco 


DO  LOYSLAI  T  T  YOUNG  REV  TR 
55  DO  LOY  £   LAI  TAO  YOUNG 
677  CLAY  ST 
SAK  FRANCISCO  CA 

94111 


Dep._  iment  of  Public  Works 

spection 

'ISION 


Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

CODE   ENFORCEMENT  TJIVlT 


DATE  « 

PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1001    POWELL  ST 
BLOCK :    0212      LOT:  008 
SEC :    01    CASE:  DA0 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
DO  ^LOY  £   LAI  TAO   TANG  YOUNG 
» 

INSPECTOR:   


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT:  112 


NOTICE  OF  CONTINUED  HEARING 
ORDER  MO.  160043 


Hearing  of  the  Complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of 
Building  Inspection  on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Director  of  Public 
Works  against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  has  been 
CONTINUED  until  Wednesday,    12/16/92,   at   10:00  A.M.   in  Room  282, 
City  Hall,   San  Francisco. 

The  Owner  of  Record,   designated  above,   is  hereby  notified  to  appear 


^ohn  E.   Cribbs,  Director 
Department  of  Public  Works 


(415)554-8742 


37A-P63-P63-002 
1390  MARKET  ST  SUITE  250  SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


DAWNING  ElECTRIC  CO. 

ST  ELECTRICAL  CONTRACTORS 

w  1639  -  15th  Ave. 

San  Francisco.  CA  94122 
Tel.  (415)  753-2816 


License  No.  317646 


>B  NAME 


DESCRIPTION 


<3( 


Invoice  No. 
INVOICE 


y^y.  -/sAjl  ^zsl^.zx. 


/crt>  " 


"Undar  the  Macha 
contractor,  laborer, 


L*W  {California  Cod*  of  Civil  Proceed 


TOTAL: 


will  be  made  if  pavrmnt  «  w  ^  ^  x 


»n  contractor 


A  21  par  month  »rvi»   ,     .'  w  «PP««w  remains  unpa 

from  t^^^Z^99  to  "»  P-  "nur^ 


1 


ty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


(tin  C&y  SbvuXh 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

Housing  Inspection  Division 


Complaint  Inspection 
Appointment  Letter 


Date  'JZ 


Location  /  ^Oos~  fb^-UX  <^gfe 
Block/Lot     -2/ -JL  /& 


Because  a  complaint  has  been  filed  with  this  Division*  it  will  be 
necessary  to  make  an  inspection  of  the  above  location  which  is  owned, 
controlled,  or  occupied  by  you  in  order  to  verify  the  complaint.    A  time 
must  be  arranged  when  all  parts  of  the  building  are  accessible  so  that 
the  inspection  can  be  completed  in  one  visit.     If  the  complaint  is 
justified,  the  inspector  will  issue  a  notice  to  correct  and  to  abate. 

Please  contact  the  undersigned  inspector  within  seven  (7)  days  from  the 
above  date  of  this  letter.     You  may  call  the  inspector  between  8:00  a.m. 
and  9:00  a.m.  or  4:00  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  at  558-6220,  orsee  the  inspector 
in  person  at  room  302,  -450  McAllister  St.  during  the  same  hours.     If  you 
call  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  please  leave  a  number  that  you  may  be 
reached  by  the  inspector  during  those  hours. 

Very  truly  yours, 


L.L.  Litchfield,  P.E.,  Superintendent 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


by 


Housing  Inspector  <-' 


RF:gp 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  J J 

\  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION  ^  //} 
'    HOUSING  INSPECTION  DIVISION  / 

RM.  302,  450  MCALLISTER 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102-45*3 


NOTICE 


1>>L^<*/<U    date    3  AtY?/ 


(&gt>  <fti   location     /ofl/  —  /ons-  ^o<^^ 


The  above  premises  owrad,  controlled  or  occupied  by  you  art  In  violation  of  the  law,  and  you  are  hereby  ordered  to  comply  wttfi 
the  following  requirement*;      y  .       j       a  t\     0  /  sS 

fi*~S*~   CU*t-  ^-rr^  —  J^gZ 

ti    t    ,  u^r«z^<y<y  "  

* bove  orders  must  be  compiled  wi«t  within  days   -^^n 


f  ICE  HOURS:  8  to  9  AM  :  4  to  5  PM  Hou*,ng  ,nB 

£«.  (^J  PHONE  558-  <jT/<fV 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
„  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 
HOUSING  INSPECTION  DIVISION 

RM.  302,  450  MCALLISTER 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102-4503 


NOTICE 

DATE. 


v4 


LOCATION'   fdctf—  aS~fci\*jQ£4^ 

S7= 


The  above  premises  owned,  controlled  or  occupied  by  you  are  in  violation  ol  the  law,  and  you  are  hereby  ordered  to  comply  with 
the  following  requirements; 

w:cU   -£c^oU&>         -H°t  f!  C^L  ^nfy  ~*<X*.  ^ut* 


»  owe  orders  must  be  complied  with  within  days   

CE  HOURS:  8  to  9  AM  :  4  to  5  PM  Housing  .n. 


* 


PHONE  55«-- 


/  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

_  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 
HOUSING  INSPECTION  DIVISION 


RM.  302,  450  McALLISTER 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102-4583 


NOTICE 


DATF  l/SV^l  

LOCATION      /OQf  —  I^S~(f<^^U 


Tho  mbov*  pramiaas  ownad,  controUad  or  occupied  by  you  era  in  violation  of  Um  law,  and  you  ara  haraby  ordarad  to  comply  wtth 
tha  following  raquiramants; 


ffn*^v&o  n&x&Ji   rrJL^JLext  / 


?0 


I>  abova  ordara  must  ba  compllad  with  within  '. . „ . . . daya 

C  FICE  HOURS:  8  to  9  AM  :  4  to  5  PM 


1  *» 

BT-H-M 


Housing  I 
PHONE  558- — V 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
.iCE  HOURS:  \    BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION       ^  PHONE: 

6  TO  9  A.M.  DIVISldfl  OF  APARTMENT  AND  HOTEL  INSPECTIONS  558-6220 

4  TO  5  P.M.  Room  302j  450  McAllister 

San  Francisco,  California  94102-4583 

HEAT/HOT  WATER  NOTICE 

J>oU  <fZ~  TXO  DATE  jL/stei 


£nr7  CI**  <f&±  &  O  location  /<*>{  -  t>os--fb<^eX£<&z 

S/=?  BLOCK         J2-/3^CX  <f  CT  //-^ 

ABOVE  PREMISES  OWNED,  CONTROLLED  OR  OCCUPIED  BY  YOU  ARE  IN  VIOLATION  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  HOUSING  CODE, 
)  YOU  ARE  HEREBY  ORDERED  TO  COMPLY  WITH  THE  FOLLOWING: 

|^C^  1.  Provide  heat  to  each  occupied  habitable  room  for  13  hours  between  the  hours  of 
5:00  A.M.  and  11:00  A.M.  and  between  the  hours  of  3:00  P.M.  and  10:00  P.M.  capable 
of  maintaining  a  minimum  room  temperature  of  68  degrees  Fahrenheit  (20  degrees 
Centigrade). 

707.A  HC 

]  2.  Provide/ repair/ relocate  locking  or  non-tamperable  temperature-sensing  device  with 
a  +/-  lVfc  degree  Fahrenheit  (.8  degree  Centigrade)  tolerance,  centrally  located 
within  the  building  in  a  habitable  room  to  which  heat  is  provided,  whether  occupied  or 
unoccupied  (not  to  be  located  in  manager  and/or  owner's  unit).  This  device  shall 
maintain  the  required  minimum  room  temperature  of  68  degrees  Fahrenheit  at  a 
point  three  feet  above  the  floor. 

707.A  HC 

!    j      3.     Install  a  timeclock  at  or  near  the  heating  source  to  control  the  heating  system. 

707.A  HC 

l%\  4.  Set  the  timeclock  to  provide  the  required  amount  and  hours  of  heat  (see  item  one). 
^  707.A  HC 


□ 


5.  Remotely  located  switches  which  override  the  timeclock  operation  are  prohibited. 

707.A  HC 

6.  Provide  showerheads  which  allow  no  more  than  a  3  gallon-per-minute  flow. 
Showerheads  of  the  ball-joint  type  that  cannot  easily  be  removed  from  the  wall  without 
structural  alteration  are  exempt  from  this  requirement. 

503.1.CHC 

7.  Provide,  to  the  apartment  house  or  hotel,  water  heated  to  a  minimum  temperature  of 
105  degrees  Fahrenheit  (41  degrees  Centigrade)  and  a  maximum  of  120  degrees 
Fahrenheit  (49  degrees  Centigrade)  at  the  hot  water  taps. 

503.1.CHC 

8.  Provide,  for  each  building,  4  gallons  of  hot  water  storage  capa^ity^per  guest  room 
and  8  gallons  of  hot  water  storage  capacity  per  dwelling  unit.  Sto>age  capacity/ 
recovery  rate  may  be  varied  as  long  as  compliance  with  current  ASHRAE  standards 
is  maintained. 

503. 1.C  HC 

9.  Other       CM-O^  ci    ~t«s*jL.    Ac  ( \  


*  OVE  ORDERS  MUST  BE  COMPUED  WITH  WITHIN  C  J         DAYS.  FAILURE  TO  COMPLY  WITH  SEC.  707.A  HC  MAY  RESULT 

H  ISSUANCE  OF  A  CITATION  REQUIRING  COURT  APPEARANCE. 


"DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS    .    BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 
HOUSING  INSPECTION  DIVISION 

SECURE/  ORDINANCE  CHECKLIS  T 


)N  _  /UP/  ~utO     ^^«*<-   DATE 


LOT         y   SEQ.         °  /   CT  / Z-2- 


PROVIDE  SINGLE  CYLINDER  DEADBOLTS  WITH  MINIMUM  ONE  INCH  THROW  FOR  THE  ENTRY  DOORS  OF  THE  FOLLOWING  UNITS; 

 _  

PROVIDE  ONE-HALF  INCH  THROW  DEADLATCH  OR  SINGLE  CYLINDER  ONE  INCH  THROW  DEADBOLT  LOCKS  FOR  REAR  OR  SECONDARY  DOORS 
OF  THE  FOLLOWING  UNITS:  M 

\\ 

•  •  

135*  VIEWER  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  ENTRY  DOORS  OF  THE  FOLLOWING  UNITS  (MAXIMUM  MOUNTING  HEIGHT  OF  58  INCHES): 


•GLAZING  ON  THE  INTERIOR  ENTRY  DOOR(S)  MUST  BE  COVERED,  REPLACED  OR  REINFORCED  IN  THE  FOLLOWING  UNITS: 


REPLACEMENT  OR  REINFORCEMENT  WITH  A  MINIMUM  OF  3/8"  PLYWOOD  OH  APPROVED  EQUAL  IS  REQUIRED  FOR  HOLLOW  CORE  OR 
•AN EL  ENTRY  DOORS  TO  THE  FOLLOWING  UNITS: 


UDING  GLASS  DOORS  MUST  BE  FITTED  WITH  AN  AUXILIARY  LOCKING  DEVICE  IN  ADDITION  TO  THE  PRIMARY  LOCKING  DEVICE  IN  THE 
OLLOWING  LOCATIONS: 


ROVIDE  DEADLATCH  LOCKS  WITH  MINIMUM  ONE-HALF  INCH  THROW  FOR  THE  FOLLOWING  EXIT  DOORS: 


HE  FOLLOWING  EXTERIOR  DOORS  MUST  BE  PROVIDED  WITH  SELF-CLOSING  DEVICES: 


HE  FOLLOWING  EXTERIOR  DOORS  MUST  BE  PROVIDED  WITH  PRIMARY  LOCKING  DEVICES: 


"Z^o       JS/z r^£=^ 


LAMENT  GLAZING  MUST  MEET  'UL  972  STANDARD  OF  SAFETY"  OR  BE  1/4"  THICK  WIRE  GLASS  OR  LAMINATED  SAFETY  GLASS. 


(PL 

f  INFORCEMENT  MAY  INCLUDE  3/8"  PLYWOOD,  EXPANDED  STEEL  MESH,  1/4"  PLASTIC  OR  APPROVED  EQUAL 

TIS  IS  ONLY  A  PARTIAL  LIST  AND  IT  ONLY  INVOLVES  ITEMS  ACCESSIBLE  FROM  THE  PUBLIC  AREAS.  IF  YOU  DESIRE  A  COMPLETE  LIST  OF 
S:URITY  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  THE  BUILDING.  PLEASE  CONTACT  THE  UNDERSIGNED  INSPECTOR  FOR  AN  INSPECTION. 

TIS  IS  A  COMPLETE  LIST  OF  ITEMS  TO  COMPLY  WITH  THE  NEW  SECURITY  ORDINANCE  #346-80 *NB^-82. 

I:  SECURITY  DEFICIENCIES  THAT  ARE  CHECKED  ARE  REQUIRED  TO  BE  CORRECTED  WITHIN  9&      DAYS.  IF  DOORS  ARE 

I  'LACED,  WINDOW  FRAMES  REPLACED.  OR  ANY  STRUCTURAL  WORK  DONE  TO  COMPLY  WITH  THIS  ORDINANCE,  A  BUILDING  PERMIT 
WST  BE  SECURED  FROM  THE  CENTRAL  PERMIT  BUREAU  AT  450  MCALLISTER  ST.,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA. 

If  rOU  HAVE  ANY  QUESTION  REGARDING  THIS  NOTICE  PLEASE  CONTACT  THE  UNDERSIGNED  INSPECTOR  BETWEEN  THE  HOURS  OF 
8-  AM  AND  4-5  PM,  450  McALLISTER  ST..  ROOM  302,  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94102.  (415)  558-6220. 


J 

PEASE  CALL  INSPECTOR  WHEN  CHECKED  ITEMS  ARE  CORRECTED 


t  42  ORO.  346-80  and  6-82 
*  10-11 


HOUSING  INSPECTOR 


INSPFrTOP 


_  I 


and  County  of  San  Fi—icisco 


Depa^ment  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ADMINISTRATIVE  HEARING 

Date: 


Addfrea.:  IQOl  -f)5  t^Uppil 


I      1  Complete  |     |  Complaint 

I  VI  Annual  |      I  Energy 

|      |  Smoke  Detector    |  |   


r  Owner  or  Agent: 

ed  upon  the  facts  presented  at  the  Administrative  Hearing  on  the  above  date,   a  Notice 
lation  has  been  duly  given  and  received  by  you.     You  have  failed  to  comply  fully  with 
era  issued.     This  structure  does  not  comply  with  the  laws  and  ordinances  of  the  City 
aty  of  San  Francisco  and  it  has  been  determined  as  follows  (by  the  checked  boxes) : 


1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 
8. 


That  a  building  permit  application  is  to  be  filed  within 


days,  and  that 


building  permit  is  to  be  picked  up  within  ten  (10)  days  of  notification  (by  postca 
from  the  Central  Permit  Bureau,  Rm.  104  and  that  all  required  work  is  to  be  comple 
within    days  thereafter. 


Submit  additional  information  and/or  plans  requested  by  |  |  Dept. 
558-6377  or  1     \  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  558-6096  within  


of  City  Plann 
days. 


That  building  permit  application  / 


is  to  be  picked  up  within 


(10)  days  of  notification  (by  postcard)  from  the  Central  Permit  Bureau,  and  that 
required  work  is  to  be  completed  within    days  thereafter. 


That  all  work  under  building  permit  application  # 
completed  within    days  thereafter. 

That  all  required  work  is  to  be  completed  within   


is  to 


days. 


That  upon  the  completion  of  all  the  required  work,  you  are  to  obtain  a  Certifier 
of  Pinal  Completion  from  1  |  Building  Inspection  Division  at  558-6096  or \  | Hous 
Inspector    at  558-   between  8-9  a.m.  or  4  -  5  p 

That  upon  the  completion  of  all  required  work,  you  are  to  contact  Housing  Ins pec 
  at  558-   for  a  final  inspection. 

You  did  not  appear.  Your  case  will  be  referred  to  the  Code  Enforcement  Divisic 
554-8742  for  ABATEMENT  PROCEEDINGS  . 


9. 


Other 


Very  truly  yours, 

L.   L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 


Superintendent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


orm:  DPCAOM    rev.  6/91  /  r~,/\ 


noN 
(  


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS   .    BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTIONS 
.  x  HOUSING  INSPECTION  DIVISION 

ROUYiNE  INSPECTION  CHECKLIST 

THIS  INSPECTION  DOES  NOT  CONSTITUTE  A  COMPLETE  INSPECTION  OF  THE  STRUCTURE 

/CO/    -    O^J-  0OK^OL   DATE  JVj-/f/ 

XiSL  LOT   £  SEQ  &±   CT  //^ 


104(a) 
HC 

801  HC 
807  HC 
705  HC 
906  HC 


CHANGE  IN  OCCUPANCY  If  checked,  complete 
inspection  required. 

EGRESS  (Lacking  or  unprotected)  If  checked,  complete 
inspection  required. 

STAIR  ENCLOSURE  If  checked,  complete  inspection 
required. 

MANUAL  RELEASE  Provide  for  iron  gate(s)  and/or 

door(s).   

GARBAGE   CHUTE(S)/ROOM/AREA  SPRINKLERS 

Provide  sprinkler(s)  for  top/bottom  garbage  chute(s) 
garbage  room/garbage  area  under  building  (Plumbing 
Permit  required).  Garbage  receptacles  may  be  moved 
to  area  open  to^k.^^  aK^/flAUo*? 

904  HC  STORAGE  Permanently  remove  storage  or  provide  finy 

sprinkler.  (Building  and/or  Plumbing  Permit 
■"required.) 

905  HC  FIRE   EXTINGUISHERS   Provide  date-tag/recharge 

approved  type  fire  extinguishers  in  public  hall  at 
each  floor  and  in  garage  (Type  2A  10  BC  or 
equivalent.) 

FLOOR  COVERING  Repair/replace  public  halls/ 
stairways  at  


18. 1001(b) 
504(d) 

IXJ  19.1001(b) 


OOl(o) 
HC 


001(1) 
HC 

\  1001(e) 
504(e) 
HC 


1'04  HC 

'05- 
07  HC 


1 04(g) 
HC 


EGRESS  OBSTRU 


iTRUCT 
Oil. 


30NS  Remote  at; 


ctncal  panel  to 


ELECTRICAL  ElecVical  panel  to  be  irfspecte4c&nd 
cleared  by  the  electrical  inspector  (Electrical  Permit 
is  required).  Remove  cord  wiring,  repair/replace 
defective  electrical  fixtures/switches. 
ROOF  DECK  Repair/replace/fire-proof  roof  deck. 
Building  Permit  required:  YES/NO 
ENCLOSURE  DOORS   Repair/replace/keep  closed 

all  stair  enclosure/smoke  barrier/penthouse/ 
boiler-room/garbage  room  door(s). 
LIGHTING  Provide  adequate  lighting  for  all  stairs/ 
hallways/passageways/fire  escape  corridors. 
(Installation  requires  Electrical  Permit) 


HC 


I  I  14.1001(h)  WEATHERPROOFING  Repair/replace/paint  sidii 
windows/roof.  (Replacement  of  siding  requ 
Building  Permit) 

STAIRS  Repair/replace  front/rear  defective  sta 
Building  Permit  required:  YES/NO 
HANDRAILS  Provide/repair/replace  defectu 
loose  front/rear  handrails. 

GARBAGE/RUBBISH/RECEPTACLES  Remc 
garbage  or  rubbish  from  premises,  provide  adequ 
numCgf  ot  receptacles  and  keep  properly  cover 
VENTILATION  Provide  ventilation  for  penthoue 
public  hall(s)/gas  meters/furnace/hot  water  taru 
boiler/garbage  room. 
MAINTENANCE  work  required  at 


I    I  15.1001(b) 
lOOlfcf 
HJC 

I  I  16.  802  HC 

J23  17.1001(b) 
HC 


20.  705  HC 


SECURITY  REQUIREMENTS  See  attached  list. 
□  NO  VIOLATIONS  -  Complete/partial  inspection 

0-  21.  909      SMOKE  AND  HEAT  DETECTOR  System  in  naec 
910  HC  repair  fe^^.  /** 

ail  22.  701(c)    HEAT  AND/OR  HOT  WATERS^Stacnedlisl 

505(d) 
HC 


23.  CHAP.  41  HOTEL  CONVERSION  ORDINANCE  See  attached  lis 

ADMIN. 
CODE 


|    |  24.  911  HC  SMOKE  DETECTORS  See  attached  list. 


025. 


OTHER 


jtms  checked  require  correction  in  accordance  with  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code  and/or  other  applicable  codes  and  ordinances 
I  (date)  7   with  applicable         Building,  Q  Electrical,  Q  Plumbing  Permit(s).  Item(s) 


ecked  have  been  noted  as  a  res 
I  »sent  in  the  premises. 


of  a  routine  inspection  and/drcomplaint  and  does  not  constitute  all  deficiencies  which  may  be 


I  rau  have  any  questions  regarding  this  notice,  please  contact  the  undersigned  inspector  between  the  hours  of  8-9  AM  and  4-5  PM. 
4  D  McAllister  Street  Room  302.  San  Francisco,  CA.  94102.  (415)  558-  g 

YU  MUST  CALL  INSPECTOR  FOR  FINAL  INSPECTION  WHEN  CHECKED  ITEMS  ARE  CORRECTED. 


M  2.05  (REVISED  12/89) 
0I4-09A 


HOUSING  INSPECT 


INSPECTOR 


(fSJ 


BESTIME  CONSTRUCTION  CO. 
CHEER  PLUMBING  CO. 

General  Contractor 
State  License  No.  396861 
1541-B  Grant  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
Tel:  (415)  421-3658 


•OSAL  SUBMITTED  TO 

•  -    ..  •     ...   1                 ;       -  . 

PHONE  ■ 

9 

DATE 

XT 

m  /-                 .     r  t 

JOB  NAME 

STATE  AND  ZIP  CODE 

JOB  LOCATION 

l  •  :  - 1  ■•           i  ; 

XlTfCT 

DATE  OF  PLANS 

JOB  PHONE 

•  hereby  submit  specifications  and  estimates  for: 


l.'-m-  J-.j' j;  ;.rv vt  1  le>    •  i i  ■: i   1  ;  «'"••> r  •.» v-  -i, •  rv» ri  =1  r-  •  •••.)  -  j .-•  t  -  =  •-■» -s 

'V'--  '    ,•;  :    .-ll    cir./    :  Ji.l"i.n!     1 .  If.  (  LI':"!    •.•  '  .  i  o  • .     iai  '-        V--!       •  •  *v-  ,    '      i   .  - 


51?  ^tupOBt  hereby  to  furnish  material  and  labor  —  complete  in  accordance  with  above  specifications ,  for  the  sum  ot 

i  •■:  ■  ■■  ■  i,  or" ':  \  #    i  ": 

 dollars  ($  .  ) 

t  wit  to  be  made  as  follows: 


■  tertol  Is  luarantaad  to  be  os  spacifUd.  AH  mnH  to  be  ceanpietod  in  •  wortmanlifce                     .         ...  ^^^T/? 
»r  aeconsinf  to  standard  practices.  Any  Bttoratfoaj  or  ooviottoa  from  ebove  spedAco-      Authorized  ^~/^>~')t 
uworring  astro  casts  will  bo  eaecuted  only  upon  written  orders,  and  wiH  bocomo  on      Signature  ^  

Note:  This  proposal  may  be 


I  banjo  o»ar  and  above  the  asbmato.  AM  aeroomonto  muling— t  upon  strikes.  Occident* 
•iys  beyond  our  control.  Owner  to  carry  bra.  tornado  end  ooaer  necessary  insurance. 
'  >  rsors  ore  fully  cowered  by  Workman's  Compensation  Insurance. 


withdrawn  by  us  if  not  accepted  within. 


.days. 


.  tptmn  ot  Proposal  — The  above  prices,  specifications 

i  nditions  arc  satisfactory  and  are  hereby  accepted.  Yog  are  authorized 
ft  he  wort  as  specified.  Payment  will  be  mad*  as  outlined  above. 


« f  Acceptance: 


3  '/!»" 


Signature 


Signature . 


t  ty~f<^.w^a*^  y    ~  

7&L  ******* 


fe/J  Jxjzs?  g^C 


feS?  P.^/^/j*  <^c£^u*j*£  j&e^f  <Z   grfffe^f    ^Prc^i^f,  2fcrjS.*vz 


^1 


BESTIME  CONSTRUCTION  CO. 
CHEER  PLUMBING  CO. 

State  License  No.  396861  ' 


1 541— B  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  C A  94133 


Tel:  (415)  421-3c 


LILI    I  uunu 

677  CLAY  ST. 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94111 


•■u«t  SAVINGS 
o.  AMERICA  fa 


158-02 


1275 
°8P 


APR  17  1991  ffl 


The  Sum &QQXj' dqls  QO  crs 


flflNK  OF  CANTON 

of  California 


1301  STOCKTON  STREET 

SAM  FMMCSTCO.  CAL#OflMA  MIS 


CAP 


1  5  ?  5 «"  •:  i  S  103  2  23  2i:  "0  3*0  2S  '  30  l«- 


/0000 500000. 


LAI  TAO  YOUNG 
LILY  YOUNG 

677  CLAY  ST. 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94111 


HOME  SAVINGS 
of  AMERICA  f  a 


158-09 

7?— 


1258 


MAR  2  6  1991  /<> 


The  Sum^OO  C  dql 5  OQ  OS 


(83 


BANK  OF  CANTON 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

STOCKTON  ITUn  MUMCM 
1301  STOCKTON  STREET 
■AM  mAWMCft  CAtfOWK  WW 


-FT" 

Y'. 


"'oo  \  2  sa«'  i:  1 2  to  3  a  2  3  iw  o  3»'0  2q  30   /do 00^00^0/ 


LAI  TAO  YOUNG 
LILY  YOUNG 

677  CLAY  ST. 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94111 


1286 

Qui 


The  Sum  ICQ  q  dols  O  Q  ds 


htttn 


GO 


BANK  OF  CANTON 
OF  CALIFORNIA 


HOME  SAVINGS  , 
of  AMERICA  fa\    //  v 

158-09  ggg^ 


ii'OO  L  2B&*  i:i2l0  3  2  23  2i:  '03»-0  2ci  30 


m«  /oooo  iccaooo.'' 


LAI  TAO  YOUNG 
LILY  YOUNG 

677  CLAY  ST. 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94111 


1291 


>0_ 


The Sum2S0^ m $00  ''crs 


BANK  OF  CANTON 
OF  CALIFORNIA 


ceo 

^  h'OO  1  2<U     9oigl0  3  2  232 


>■:  0  3»'0  2R  30  ih  /oooo/soooo.- 


r — 


LAI  TAO  YOUNG 
LILY  YOUNG 

677  CLAY  ST. 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94111 
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SEP  ?  4  1991  >ff  

$ 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


;E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


illanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

William  P.  &  Lisa  L.  Tsang 
2074    29th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94116 


Dace: 


July  7,  1993 


Nacure  of  Appeal 


en 
□ 

□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


2388-92    46th  Ave.  a.k.a. 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS    3554-60    Taraval  St. 


BLOCK  2374 


LOT 


021 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3354        S-NC-DEQ  DI 


Robert  Noelke 


■  Appellant: 

;  is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Feb.  10,  1993     .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

.oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urcher  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  che  Abacemenc  Division  of  the 
grtmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
cmencs  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c     Failure  Co  be  represented  will  conscicuce  an  aucomacic  denial. 

uare  encicled  Co  appear  personally  wich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  wich 
u counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  cruly  yours, 


Bains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


Original  NoCice  of  Hearing  senC  to  Appellant 


D215  (Rev.  9/87) 

1)  558-6168         450  McAllister  Streec,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL7ILING 

File  appeal  with 
ent  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 
1  Market  St,  Suite  210 
Fraorisco,  QA  94192 
lei  No.  554-3742  ,  a 
■ING  FEE:  $  SV-i^ 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


7*- 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


33 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith?  i?>^_a^2.    A-k^^L  -^O^r,  S>  ^  .  Cft^ 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are 

San  Francisco.     They  contain 
rooming  units. 


(2) 


(3) 


located  at  ^S4-~^^^\,^L  &T .  Sf-  /"A- . 
ain       V  VVft^^JL    dwelling  unxts  and   \ 


(State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  i3  the ^wn erY agent ,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No.4-^-  LLS  -  5^  \S 


Dated: 


""Signature/ (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. ,' 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


£  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Esther  M.  Rios  

2917  Barrett  Av. 

Richmond,  CA  94804   


Dace: 


July  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |     Director's  Order 

(  X  ]      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_ 
BLOCK  6971-B 


284  Niagara  Avenue 
LOT  034 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3355 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


Appellant : 


is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

'eb.  10,  1993         will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

Lurcher  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  che  Abacemenc  Division  of  the. 
artmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ments  and  inf ormacion  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  pennies, 
1    Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

rare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ucounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  f\ 
D215  (Rev.  9/87) 

II)  558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301.   San  Francisco,  CA  9^.102 


APPEAL7ILING 
File  appeal  with 
snt  Appeals  Board  (A4I) 

Market  St,  SuiiQ  2§0  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Francisco,  ZA  9419%  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

el.  No.  554-0742,  , 

ING  FEE:  $  cv-^ 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


M-    Appeal  Number  (33^*$ 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at        ££j^J^g^g^  ^frC^^/it- 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  0t\&     dwelling  \Jhits  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

JbArr**  -VY^ruL  ~fa   rr^*4  ^6^wt^^   /  aZk^.  dit^ 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  (owner^ agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 &fbev  U.€ioS  

 2.^/7  rSta-Kret-f  Ave  

 tCt'chmonod  Q*JWfQt£      Tei.  no.  h    310"  2-32-44IZ- 


Dated: 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


rity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


Office  of  the  Director 


ADDRESS:   284  NIAGARA  AVENUE 

BLOCK:   6971B  LOT:  034 
SEQ:       01  CASE:  DCO 


RIOS,   ESTHER  M . 
2917  BARRETT  AVENUE 
RICHMOND,   CA  94804 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
RIOS,   ESTHER  M. 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  20  3-203 .R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,142 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING   INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
DECEMBER  16,   1992   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  160,118. 
THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS   PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 


3.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 


1.  45  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  60  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 


APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF 
JANUARY  12,  1993 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 


DECEMBER  16,  1992 


Room  260,  City  HaB 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


4 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


•  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Christine  A.  Hawkins  

101  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Dace : 


July  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 

\  X  \      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

j      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

\      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  3677  19th  Street 
BLOCK      3598  LOT  062 


APPEAL  NO.  3356  S-NC-DEQ  DA 

INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke ,  Acting  Chief 


.i  Appellant: 


1  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

3;b.  16,  1993         will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

"oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

arther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
rtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
nents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Katherine  Gonzales 
101  Lombard  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Hell  GJ  Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant    and  a  copy  to  Appellant's  Agent 


>i»15  (Rev.  9/87) 

Ul  558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
ent  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

>  Market  St,  Sultd  210  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

FianciSCO,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

rel.  Mo.  554-S742 
■ING  FEE:  $  rajg- 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 


<33>S~6 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant:  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith: 


(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  7 
rooming  units. 


dwelling  units  and 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board).         -      j\  *        /)  * 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 s-p-  ol  ma  


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Boarc 

1390 "Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.  (415) 


rdrfAAB),-  Room  260  Fox 


za  Bldg. J 
-8742. ) 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 


[Department  of  Public  M/orks 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 


DATE:  10/30/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
3677    19TH  ST 
BLOCK :    3598     LOT:  062 
SE2 :    01    CASE:    D AO 


hawk: 


rriNE  a 


_JJZ^-"-CA>^,ORNIA  ST— #-4-CLO_ 
SAN  J«CANCI^O  CA 

'     -94  109- 


(01  la^^Jsl 


OWNER'S   llAJIEJ  /7j)D 

HAWKINS  CHRISTINE  A 


INSPECTOR 


DISTRICT:  38A 


CT:  207 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  160808 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on   10/2  1/92 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING   ORDER  NO.  159974. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts   as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines   as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under   the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,    the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.      The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this   order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms   obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,    Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),    and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  11/17/92. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID   (5)    (1  Signed) 
Approved:  10/21/92^ 


lohn  E.  Cribbs 
Director  of  Public  Works 


(4  15)554-8742 


38A-P20-P20-O0U 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:e  of  the  secretary 
?ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pliant1 s  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Ronald  Leung  

790  Myra  Wy 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Dace : 


July  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  790  Myra  Way 
BLOCK       2947-A  LOT  021 


APPEAL  NO.    3357  S-NC-DEQ  pc 

INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


r  Appellant: 


l>  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

\ib.  16.  1993        t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

"loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

|:urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Jirtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
:iments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
I     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

« are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
t  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


c:: 


Angelo  Maggio 

790  Myra  Wy 

San  Francisco,  CA 


Neil  GJ  Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


94127 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


G?) 


:t  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

0>)   558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
nent  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

0  Market  St,  Suite  253 

1  Francisco,  CAB410Z 
Tel.  No.  554-S742 
LING  FEE:  $  %J^- 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Appellant  / 


FRANCHISE  TAX 


u/Jc 


BO 


BUR 


u  °  '  M'WtL  inspects 
FFR  1  2  1933 


C0DEAfl?r-1-Nuinber 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203   (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith: 


23o  MyAA  ccy_ 

dwelling  units  and 


(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 
San  Francisco.     They  contain       fj  AJ  <r- 
rooraing  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) .  _ 


(3)     (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board). 


c 


Pfj  iL^Cr^ff frf  3  -  A  £--"77 C  t     <-~r    A-'--  t-s  <-  O /Zlf 

(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 


(4)    The  undersigned  is  the  owner/ agen 
in  Paragraph  ( 2 )  above   


(5)     The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


gen£.   ( state^which)  of  th,e  premises 


described 


/9 


Tel.  No.      0  8*7 


Dated: 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Pla^a  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


7*J 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


)FFIC£  OF  THE  SECJIETaAY 

50  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
an  Francisco,  CA  94102 
58-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

CD  Director's  Order 
m  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

l~l  ABSENT 
[J  PRESENT 


ippellanc       Filian  Levon 
address  1598  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


BATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty 
next  hearing  will  he  on  July  28, 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    572-574A  Grove  St. 

BLOCK       0794   LOT  Q35  

HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993  

APPEAL  NUM3ER  3340  

INSPECTOR  Robert  Noelke 


(30)  days  per  Appellant's  request.  The 
1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


Acting  Secretary 
Appeals  Board 


SHEARING :     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  Che  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

TE  MAILED:     July  8»  ^93 


(■70 


COLONIAL  REALTY  Levon  Filian 

and  Investment  Company  j^.  f>j> 

^  <Tcce(VU 

»  J4-J  Sr-fl^'  1598  Bush  Street 

tSKA  fSZ^rrJ  "  u  P.O.  Box  640249 

 J  /7~L-~~~—^—  San  Francisco,  CA  94164-0249 

FAX:  415-776-5359  >  415-776-9500 


Levon  Filian 
Broker  Associate 
415-776-9500 

415-776-2712-243  Voice  Mail 
415-776-5359  FAX 


COLONIAL  REALTY 


and  Investment  Company  | 

I 

1598  Bush  Street 
P.O.  Box  640249 
San  Francisco,  CA  94164-0249 


DAVID  M.   THOMPSON,  ESQ./#62999 
Law  Offices  of  David  M.  Thompson.; 
1388  Sutter  Street,   Suite  605 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
Telephone:      (415)   771-0100  £ 

Attorney  for  Plaintiff 
Levon  Filian 


MUNICIPAL  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


LEVON  FILIAN, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

MARION  DANIELS 

Defendant. 


Case  No.  085797 

JUDGMENT  PURSUANT  TO  STIPULATION 


Pursuant  to  the  Stipulation  For  Entry  of  Judgment  entered 
into  by  the  parties  hereto  on  February  25,  1993,  in  Department  7 
of  the  above-entitled  court,  before  the  Honorable  Lillian  D.  Sing: 

IT  IS  HEREBY  ORDERED,  ADJUDGED  AND  DECREED  that  judgment 
shall  be  entered  in  favor  of  plaintiff,  LEVON  FILIAN,  and  against 
defendant,  MARION  DANIELS,   as  follows: 

.  1.    .  Plaintiff  shall  .have   immediate  .  restitution  .  of  the 
premises  known  as  574A4  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California. 

2 .  A  Writ  of  Execution  -  Possession  of  Real  Property  may 
issue  immediately,  however,  physical  eviction  shall  be  stayed  to, 
and  including,  July  1,  1993. 


1  C»J 


l|  3.      Plaintiff  shall  pay  to  defendant  the  sum  of  $2,500.00 

2  on  or  before  5:00  p.m.  on  March  1,  1993,  by  delivering  same  to 
3 1    defendant's  attorneys.  ^ 

4|  •;  4.      Defendant  shall  voluntarily  vacate  the  premises  on  or 

5|  before  July  1,  1993,-  leaving  same  in  good  order,  clean  and  free 
61    from  all  personal  belongings  and  debris. 

7 1  5.      Defendant  shall  not  be  obligated  to  pay  any  rent  for 

8j  the  premises  from  March  1,  1993,  to  and  including,  July  1,  1993. 
9  6.      On  or  before  June  15,  1993,  plaintiff  shall  deposit 

10  in  the  trust  account  of  his  attorney,  David  M.  Thompson,  the  sum 

11  of  $2,500.00,  whereupon  David  M.  Thompson  shall  forthwith  provide 

12  appropriate  proof  of  said  deposit  to  the  attorney  for  defendant. 

13  7.      If  defendant  complies  with  the  terms  of  paragraph  5 

14  above,   plaintiff's  attorney  shall,   within  48  hours  of  defendant 

15  vacating  the  premises,  deliver  to  defendant's  attorney  his  trust 
161    check  in  the  sum.  of  $2,500.00  payable  to  defendant. 
17|  8.      If    defendant    fails    to    comply    with    the    terms  of 

paragraph  5  above,  plaintiff  shall  be  underV no  obligation  to  pay 
to  defendant  the  additional  $2,500.00  and  same  shall  revert  back 
to  plaintiff. 

9.  If  defendant  abides  by  all  of  the  terms  of  this 
judgment,  plaintiff  shall  forthwith  recall  any  Writ  of  Execution, 
vacate  the  judgment,  and  file  a  Request  For  Dismissal  with 
prejudice.  / 

10.  By  allowing  this  judgment  to  be  entered  the  parties 
hereby  release  and  discharge  each  other,  their  agents,  employees, 
successors  in  interest,  and  assigns,  from  and  with  respect  to  any 
and  all  claims,  actions  or  causes  of  action,,  of  whatever  nature, 


hi) 


character  or  description  whatsoever,  whether  known,  unknown, 
suspected  or  unsuspected  which  arise  out  of  or  are  in  any  way 
based  upon,  connected  with  or  related  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 


within  action  or  the  tenancy  of  defendant,,  including,  but  not 
limited  £o,  wrongful  eviction,  excepting  damages  to  the  premises 
caused  willfully  by  defendant. 

11.  Defendant  agrees  to  ask  for  no  stays  of  execution  and 
none  shall  be  granted  absent  extraordinary  circumstances. 

12.  Each  party  shall  bear  their  own  attorney's  fees  and 

costs. 


LILLIAN  K.  SING 


DATED : 


1993 


JUDGE  OF  THE  MUNICIPAL  COURT 


APPROVED  AS  TO 


 Cfc  ^     ,      '   , 

JEAN  TURK,'  Attorney- For' 
Defendant  MARION  DANIELS 


\ 


MAR  15  1993 


Date  entered.. 


GORDON  PARK-U 


Clerk  of  the  Municipal  Court,       j,  SAtfJA 


By 


Deputy 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


JFPlCI  OF  THE  SECA£TaAY 

»50  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
>an  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
>58-6168 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

Director's  Order 
fTI  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

ZZ7  ABSENT 
/|7  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Filian  Levon 


1598  Bush  Street 


San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0794 


572-74A  Grove  St. 
LOT  035 


HEARING  DATE    May  26.  1993 


APPEAL  NUMBER  3340  

INSPECTOR    L.  M.  Komfield,  Chief 


Abatement  appeals  board  decision: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
June  23,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


Owner's  Other  Address: 
Filian  Levon 
P.  O.  Box  423267 
San  Francisco,  CA  94142 


SHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  thac  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  la. 260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


LTE  MAILED:       June  7,  1993  

6^ 


crnr  and  county  of  san  francisco 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


I:  OF  THi  SECRET AHY 
,'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  -AJW/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Filian  Levon 

1598    Bush  Street 

San  yyanr-fsm.    CA  QAIOQ 


Date:       May  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

\      [      Director's  Order 

|  X  II      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic-. 

|      I      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 

|      j  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    572-574A  Grove  St. 

BLOCK       0794   LOT  035 

APPEAL  NO.     3340        S-NC-DEQ  pc-1 
INSPECTOR    L»  M-  Komfield  

I  Appellant : 

lis  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

ec.  21,  1992     ,  will  fae  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       '  May  26,  1993 
loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

jrther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
^rtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 

nenta  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:    Failure  Co  be  represented  vill  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lire  entitled  to  appear  personally  vith  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
zounsel  of  your  choice. 

•raer's  Other  Address:  f  Ver?  trulv  y°urs, 

Filian  Levon  I  ^ — *v  ' 

IP.  O.  Box  423267  tSzJ&  9^^«<a— ^ 

San  Francisco,  CA    94142  /vMCj^^ST^C^cretarj 

Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


>!15  (Rev.  9/87) 

Ul  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


.    ATPEAL  FILING  f  u 

HIo  appeal  willi 
Ab-'-ment  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
1390  Market  SL  Suite  250 

San  Frsncfcca  ei  WiK       Af>PEAL  TO  TIIE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
PlfwCFER5!*8^ . 60     ^  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SON  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 

Psf-f*s_  flppeai  M,llrf,.r  J?//* 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  Ci)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  IIr 
Chapter   It  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Corts,   and- makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 


S7Z-  6&>"L 


r  T   San  Francisco.     They  contain 

V       dwelling  units  and   rooming  units. 


(2)   (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)     «^  /pgrm *r   M*4  /4^?x 


6>V0  - 


(3)   (State  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,   (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 
Telephone  Number  t  77  £  -  J7/2-    aL  J  Y  3  


Datedi         /2-     1-  •     .19    f  ^ 


Signature  of  Appellant 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260 
Fox  Plazm  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9*1102 
Telephone  Number i    (413)  S54-B742. 


(?6 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


MC£  OP  THE  S£CJL£TaAT 

0  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
n  Francisco,  CA  94102 
8-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

I  7  Director'*  Order 
m  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

f~l  ASSENT 
rj  PRESENT 


pellanc 
dress 


Do  Loy  &  Lai  T  Young  Rev  Tr 
c/o  Do  Loy  &  Lai  Tao  young 

677  Clay"s"t 


San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0212 


1001-1005  Powell  St, 


LOT 


008 


HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993 


3349 


APPEAL  NUM3ER 
INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke 


ATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
July  28,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


Acting  Secretary 
Appeals  Board 


E EARING :     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abateaent 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  Bade  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


IE  MAILED:     July  8,  1993 


t 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


{£  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
j'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


lllant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Do  Loy  &  Lai  T  Young  Rev  Tr 
c/o  Do  Loy  &  Lai  Tao  Young 

677    Clay  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Dace:       June  2,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |     Director's  Order 

|  X  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocicc 

|      j      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS       1001-1005  PovpH  Sr 

BLOCK     0212   LOT  QQ8  

APPEAL  NO.    3349  S-NC-DEQ  DC 

INSPECTOR 


1  Appellant: 

.  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Jan.  20,  1993.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      *  June  23,  1993 
oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
artment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
Sments  and  information  Chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 

2  Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

tare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
j counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


215  (Rev.  9/87)  v- 


1)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Screec,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


•;"  ^    APPEAL  FILING  )0  '  ^ 

*    File  appeal  Willi 
Abatement  Appeals  Ooard  (AAB) 

San  Fr«Scoji?{^i02°      APfE*1-  70  T,IE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
Id.  Ho.  554-C/42 

PILING  FEE:  S    54.60     0F  imE  CITY  AND  C01JNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 

1)0  Loy  j  Lfr'i   T.    YciMA  fcO  TIL  Appeal  Number  33^? 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant;  hereby  appeals  bo  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  \\\n  Pul  lding- Code,  Part  I!r 
Chapter   Ir  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  /O0/-/ao£  /ygu/^LL^f. 

jSan  Francisco.     They  contain 


.dwelling  units  and  6-¥  rooming  units. 


(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

(3)  CState  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  rnvsrssd  by  this  boards 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)*  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  under si aned  isi 


Telephone  Number  a  ijji£)  fBl-V&Z 


pat ed i  J/Z*/  /V     .  l *t<?3  . 


Signature  of  Appellant 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Pl*zm  Bldg.  13SO  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Number t   (413)  534-8742. 

•  (*0 


GTY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  F-RANClSCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


5flC£  Of  TH£  SKJL£Ta17 

50  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
in  Francisco,  CA  94102 
38-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

£0  Director's  Order 
l£J  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
EZI  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
(Tj  PRESENT 


ppellant 
idress 


Thompson  Chow 


P.  0.  Box  6357 


San  MAteo,  CA  94403 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0176 


530  Jackson  Street 
LOT  009 


HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993 


3376 


APPEAL  NUMBER  

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


1ATEKENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  another  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
he  on  July  28,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 

cc:     Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

220  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  691 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


■1  EARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  dace  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered- by  Che  Board  at  thac  time 
vill  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


E  MAILED:     July  8'  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


DFflCi  OP  THE  SEOIETaAY 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

O  Director1*  Order 
^27  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

HI  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Thompson  Chow 


P.  O.  Box  6357 


San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  530  Jackson  Street 
BLOCK 


0176 


LOT  009 


HEARING  DATE     May  26,  1993 


APPEAL  NUMBER  

INSPECTOR   L.  M 


3376 


Kornf ield  ,  Chief 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days  at  the  request  of  the 
Appellant* s  Attorney.  The  next  hearing  will  he  on  June  23,  1993 
at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  260. 

cc:     Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

220  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  691 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SHEARING: 


Neil-  G.T-Bains,  ATA,  Secretary 
i  Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 
Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  In  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  Che  decision.    Decision  rendered-by  Che  Board  at  chat  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


ttE  MAILED:      June  ?»  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OF  THE  SKAETAAY 
uRTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Thompson  Chow  

P.  0.  Box  6357 

San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


Dace: 


May  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


□ 

|      |  Other 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic 


Superintendent ' s  Complain 
Waived  Hearing 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     530  Jackson  Street 


BLOCK     0176  LOT  009 


APPEAL  NO.     3376         S-NC-DEQ  DCO 
INSPECTOR     L.  M.  Korafield  

■Appellant : 

iis  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  13,  1993,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      May  26,  1993  

Lom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

irther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  che 
itrnent  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

;re  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  vich 
ounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a 
copy  Is  sent  to  Appellant's  agent. 


Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 
220  Montgomery    St*,      £7"<e,  £  ?  / 
San  Francisco,  CA  '94102 
IS  (Rev.  9/87)  v 

3  558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


m  appeal  with 

it  Appeals  Board  (A41) 

fartet  St,  Suifc  2§0  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

■antisco,  CA  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

.  No.  554-3742 
IG  FEE:  $  54.60 

'  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


THOMPSON  CHOW   Appeal  Number 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,   Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     530  Jackson  Street    , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain     two    (2)      dwelling  units  and    three  (3) 
rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

Appeal  filing  of  Notice  of  Non-Compliance  with  Franchise 
Tax  Board  dated  March  31,   1903,  Notice  No.  93-117. 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


See  attached  letter  to  Neil  Rains  dated  April  8,  1993. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  RXOBC/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above      Agent  for  530  Jackson  Street  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley  

 220  Montgomery  Street,   Suite  691  

San  Francisco,   CA  94104  Tel.  No.    (415)  989-6771 


Dated:    April  5,  1993 

'  *        Signature  (A 

Barkley 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  ca       94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


(JO 


ALICE  SUET  YEE  BARKLEY 


Attorney  at  Law 


The  Mills  Building.  Suite  691 
220  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco.  California  94-104- 


Tel:  (415)  989-6771 
Fax:  (415)  989-104-2 


April  8,  1993 


Mr.  Neil  Rains 

Secretary,  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
1390  Market  Street,  Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     Notice  of  Non-Compliance  -  530  Jackson  Street 


Dear  Mr.  Rains: 

As  you  know,  our  office  represents  Thompson  Chow,  the  property 
owner  of  530  Jackson  Street,  and  have  been  working  with  you  and 
Frank  Chiu  to  resolve  the  Building  Code  issues  surrounding  the 
unlawful  conversion  of  the  upper  floors  as  offices  in  1975  by  the 
then  Master  lessee.  By  this  letter,  we  are  appealing  the  Notice  of 
Non-Compliance  issued  on  March  31,  1993  for  "Substandard  Rental 
Housing"  and  the  filing  of  the  Notice  of  Non-Compliance  with  the 
Franchise  Tax  Board.  Attached  herewith  is  the  Appeal  Form  and  a 
check  in  the  amount  of  $54.60  for  the  filing  fee. 

This  appeal  is  based  on  the  following  grounds : 

1.  Since  1975,  this  building  has  been  used  for  commercial 
purposes  only. 

2.  A  building  permit  application  (No.  9205867)  has  been 
submitted  to  convert  the  upper  floors  of  the  subject 
property  into  commercial  uses . 

3.  The  property  owner  is  working  with  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  to  clarify  the  precise  nature  of  work  to  be 
undertaken  to  correct  fire-safety  violations  required  for 
commercial  occupancy.  Upon  receipt  of  clarification  from 
the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  the  property  owner  is 
prepared  to  proceed  with  the  work  under  discussion  with 
you  and  Mr.  Chiu  forthwith. 

4.  The  property  owner  has  filed  an  appeal  of  DPW  Order  No. 
161531  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  for  additional 
time  to  comply  with  the  seismic  safety  requirements. 


Mr.  Neil  Rains 


-2- 


April  8,  1993 


Since  an  appeal  of  DPW  Order  No.  161531  has  been  filed,  it  is 
respectfully  requested  that  this  appeal  and  the  appeal  on  the  DPW 
Order  be  consolidated  for  hearing.  If  you  have  any  questions, 
please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  me. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Mr.  Thompson  Chow 

Mr.  Wayne  Hu 

Mr.  Andrew  Fagan 

A0407931.CBO 


561  Rainbow  Drive 
Napa  California  94558 
June  7  1993 


Neil  G.  Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
1390  Market  Street  #260 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Re:     Director's  Order  Appeal  No.  6458      June  23  1993 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices        Appeal  No.  3350      June  23, 1993 

201  Noe  St., 

Block  3560    Lot  20-C, 


Dear  Mr.  Rains, 

As  a  Corporate  Instructor  for  United  Airlines,  I  will  be  in  Chicago  from  June  22  to  July 
14  teaching.  Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  be  in  attendance  at  my  scheduled 
hearing  on  June  23,  1993. 1  need  to  schedule  my  appointments  one  month  in  advance  due 
to  my  travel  schedule. 

Because  of  that  fact,  and  the  importance  of  my  attending  the  hearing  to  present  evidence 
on  my  behalf,  I  respectfully  request  that  you  reschedule  my  hearing  to  your  July  or 
August  hearing  date. 

There  will  be  no  problem  with  my  attending  your  hearing  dates  on  the  fourth  Wednesday 
of  July  or  August. 

A  copy  of  my  hearing  notice  for  the  Franchise  Tax  Board  is  enclosed  for  your 
convenience. 


Sincerely, 


Robert  E.  Wood 


(If  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
MINUTES  OF HEARING-NO.    3  66 

Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 

AUG  1  3  1993 


DOC!  IM^'tc;  nrrpj 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


Neil  6 .  Rains,  A. I. A.  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke  -  Acting  Chief  Inspector 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


#6489  2614  Buchanan  Street 

John  C.   and  Gregory  Adams 
c/o  Janis  Piatt 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  (60)  days.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
September  22,  1993. 


#6490  55  Osgood  Place 

Richard  B.  Simkalo 
c/o  Ronald  E.  Hothem 
(Absent) 


DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  (60)  days.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
September  22,  1993. 


#6491  3315-19  Mission  Street 

Pedro  S .  Duarte 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety  (90)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  October  28,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  366 
July  28,  1993 
Page  2  of  3 


Abatement  Appeals  Continued  Hearing 


#6486 


530  Jackson  Street 

Thompson  Chow 

c/o  Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 

(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  regards  to  the  seismic  issues.     The  work 
in  1975  under  section  104  shall  not  accelerate  the  UMB  beyond  the 
normal  schedule.     This  decision  does  not  set  any  precedence. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS; 


#3353 


1001-05  Powell  Street 

Do  Loy  &  Lai  Tat  young  Rev 

c/o  Do  Lay  Young 

(Present) 


Tr . 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  September  27,  1993. 


#3354  2388-92  46th  Avenue  AKA  3554-60  Taraval  Street 

William  Tsang 
(Present) 

FINDING:         Case  is  abated. 


#3355 


284  Niagara  Avenue 
Esther  M.  Rios 
(Present) 


DECISION:      The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days 
on  September  22,  1993. 


The  next  hearing  will  be 


#3356 


3677-79  19th  Street 
Christine  A.  Hawkins 
c/o  Katherine  Gonzales 
(Absent) 


FINDING: 


Case  is  abated. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  366 
July  28,  1993 
Page  3  of  3 

#3357  790  Myra  Way 

Ronald  Leung 
c/o  Angelo  Maggio 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


#3340  572-74A  Grove  Street 

Filian  Levon 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  thirty  (30)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  August  30,  1993. 

#3349  1001-05  Powell  Street 

Do  Loy  T .  young  Rev .  Tr . 
(Present) 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  September  27,  1993. 


#3376  530  Jackson  Street 

Thompson  Chow 
c/o  Alice  Suet  Yee  Barkley 
(Present) 


DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  regards  to  the  seismic  issues.     The  work 
in  1975  under  section  104  shall  not  accelerate  the  UMB  beyond  the 
normal  schedule.     This  decision  does  not  set  any  precedence. 


REQUEST  FOR  REHEARING: 


#6458  &  201  Noe  Street 

#3350  Robert  E.  Wood 

(Absent) 

DECISION:       It  was  the  decision  of  the  Board  Members  to  rehear  these  cases. 


RN:ts 


/ 


I  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

V'    ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  367 

AUGUST  . 2.5,  .  1-993  DOC!  IMPMTQ  nrrDj 

Room  282,~Citv  Hall  at  1;30  P.M.  „„,_ 

  AUG  1  3  1993 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Louise  Kimbell,   Chief  Housing  Inspector 


Item  No .         Page  No .         Case  No 


Property  Address 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


1. 


1-9 


6492 


1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  M  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 

c/o  Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq, 


2. 


10  -  13 


6493 


45  Cerritos  Avenue 
Daley,  Gertrude  C. 
c/o  Ron  Daley 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


3. 


14   -  18 


6488 


128  Sagamore  Street 
Blanca  O.  Lopez 
c/o  Leon  Otero 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


4. 


19  -  20 


3359 


2570  39th  Avenue 
Anita  A.  Nones 


5. 


21  -  22 


3360 


2690  45th  Avenue 
Shawna  McGrew 


6. 


23  -  24 


3361 


245  Cotter  Street 

Chen  Rui  Sheng  &  Cui  Lan 


7. 


25  -  26 


3362 


2812-16     21st  Street 
Thomas  B.   &  Julie  W.  Doyle 


8. 


27  -  29 


3363 


1255     16th  Avenue 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

c/o  Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq, 


AAB/FTB  Hearings 
August  25,  1993 
Page  Two  of  Two 


9. 


30  -  31 


3366 


943  Somerset  Street 
Sabino  &  Micaela  Saavedra 


10 


32  -  34 


3367 


407-415  Lombard  Street 
Mitchell  J.  Friedman 


11 


35  -  36 


3368 


1222-1224  9th  Avenue 
Ayad  &  Jane  Hussain 


12. 


37  -  39 


3369 


1366  -  36th  Avenue 
Leonid  &  Katrin  Stolyarov 
c/o  Leonid  Stolyarov 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


13 


40  -  42F 


3346 


149  London  Street 
Myra  Gulley 


NOTE: 


3364 
3365 


Case  Abated  3/16/93 
Case  Abated  2/26/93 


E-n-d. 
/ml 


cc:       AAB  Members 

Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  HID 

Secretary,  AAB 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 

City  Attorney 

City  Planning 

Public  Library,   c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 
File  (2  copies) 
Agenda  Only: 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  City  Hall,  Rm.  159A 

SF  Fire  Department 

SF  Public  Health  Dep't.   -  Rm.  217 
Posting  Copy  at  City  Hall 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 


Helen  M  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 
c/o  Helen  M  Wolins 

1030  Lake  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Dace:       August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


_X_ 

□ 
□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1030  Lake  St. 


BLOCK    1347  LOT  005 


APPEAL  NO.     6492        S-NC-DEQ  DA 
INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke  

Appellant: 

i  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
ily  21,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 

loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
irtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
i counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

cc:    Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq. 

60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl.,  Ste  207 

Larkspur,  CA    94939  /Mell'GJ  Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 

it  Appeals  Board 

'  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  is  sent  to 
Appellant's  Agent. 


2  215  (Rev .  9/87) S?ff  ' 

L)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
lent  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

)  Market  SL  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
Francisco,  CA  94102       OF  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  No.  554-8742 
LING  FEE:  $ 

 T  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


<o4n 

HELEN  WOLINS   Appeal  Number   

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

 6/09/9  3  • 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      1030  Lake  Street  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        6      '  dwelling  units  and  -U- 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

Requirement  that  owner  replace  internal  apartment  doors  (6) 
with  different  glass,  cover  with  plexiglas,  or  otherwise 
change  internal  doors  to  meet  code  requirements  re  security. 


(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 

LIFETIME  MORITORIUM  requested.     Nature  and  quality  of  entire 
building  would  be  adversely  affected;   financial  hardship  for 
owner,  who  is  retired  and  on  a  fixed  income;  tenants  and  owner 
all  feel  that  their  security  is  not  at  issue;   thick  glass/nubbed 
glass  already  exists  on  internal  doors. 

(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    fffCSX/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above      THAPT.OTTE  H.    HUGGINS  .    ESQ.  » 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

60  E.    SIR  FRANCIS  DRAKE  BOULEVARD,   SUITE  207,   LARKSPUR  CA  94939 


_Tel.  No.  416/461-4760 


Date  7/16/93 


Signature  (Print  Name 

CHARLOTTE  H. .HUGGINS 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


ood  Island,  Suite  207 
LEPHONE:  415  461.4760 


60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard 


Larkspur,  California  94939 
Facsimile:  415  461.8038 


July  16,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement 

Order  No;   162011;  1030  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

.  Enclosed  please  find  an  Appeal  from  the  Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,  1993*  Also  enclosed  is  Helen  Wolins'  (owner  of  property) 
personal  check,  No.  238  in  the  amount  of  $64.60  to  cover  your 
filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative"  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,  or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward  to  a  prompt  resolution^ 

.Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk    :  \ 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Page  2,    24  May  9  3 


This  building  is  quite  beautiful  the  way  it  is .  I 
would  not  appreciate  changing  any  of  the  wood  or 
glassworks,  which  add  so  much  to  the  appearance  of 
the  building  and  to  the  apartments .     Although  I  do 
appreciate  the  city's  interest  in  my  behalf,  please 
consider  our  opinions  as  the  payers  of  the  rent. 

This  is  a  good  residential  area,  all.  the  neighbors 
watch  out  for  each  other.     As  to  the  fire  codes,  the 
building  has  a  proper  fire  alarm  system,  there  are 
full  and  active  fire  extinguishers  available  and  there 
are  fire  escapes  available  to  each  apartment. 

Finally,  please  consider  the  saying,   "If  it  is  not 
broken,  don't  fix  it." 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Sincerely , 


^6^f  v/   Cf  •    *jf  .J- 


/Kay  /£-y  nil 


^^l-TKn    jjk.    $c^sC£;     (LS^tO^t^     £$A>tU,Lj/&    &C(~  ^^Z^l-  j     ^JL^^Z.  60 

*  ..  (P.ht  ...(U^u^^  "yis^tlAsf  (U-yui^^t^  7j 


Charlotte  Huggins 
1030  Lake  Street,  #1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 

May  15,  1991 


TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 

I  have  been  a  tenant  at  10  30  Lake  Street,  Apt.  1,  San 
Francisco  for  11  years,  since  May  of  1980.  The  building  is  one 
of  the  most  architecturally  beautiful  and  well  maintained 
apartment  buildings  I  have  ever  seen  in  my  39  years  as  a  San 
Franciscan.  I  never  lived  in  an  apartment  before  moving  to  Lake 
Street.  I  understand  that  the  City  is  considering  requiring  Mrs. 
Wolins,  the  landlady,  of  our  building,  to  replace  or  remove  the 
apartment  doors  as  the  City  is  concerned  about  possible  burglary 
or  safety.  Unlike  some  apartment  buildings,  this  is  truly  a 
home.  Mrs.  Wolins,  her  daughter,  Mary  Owens  and  myself  are  all 
long  term  tenants.  Out  of  the  four  of  us,  I  am  the  shortest-term 
tenant . 

All  of  the  apartment  doors  are  heavy  wood  with  glass 
panes  which  are  textured  and,  in  my  opinion,  quite  thick.  There 
have  been  no  instances  of  any  burglary  or  attempts  during  my 
tenancy,  save  one,  which  we  believe  was  an  "inside"  job.  There 
were  no  forcible  signs  of  entry. 

No  one  in  the  building  in  the  entire  11  years  that  I 
have  lived  there  has  taken  any  steps  to  cover  up  the  glass. 
Several  years  ago  I  covered  my  front  door  with  fabric,  but  soon 
thereafter  removed  it  for  a  number  of  reasons.  These  reasons 
I  included  the  fact  that  no  light  came  into  the  apartment  hallway, 
.  and  when  the  curtain  was  up  I  could  not  tell  whether  there  was 
anyone  outside  of  the  door.  It  is  a  distinct  advantage  to  have 
the  ability  to  see  the  outline  of  people  behind  the  door. 

I  .  The     entire     building     is    unique     in    many    ways .  The 

apartment  doors  match  all  of  the  wood  throughout  the  building. 
Every  apartment  has  wood  moldings  in  the  hall  and  the  living  and 
dining  rooms.  This  same  wood  extends  to  the  common  hallway  and 
lobby . 

In  my  personal  opinion,  which  I  believe  is  shared  by 
all  of  the  tenants,  is  that  it  would  be  a  travesty  to  remove  or 
replace  anything  in  this  building.  Mrs.  Wolins  has  owned  the 
building  for  decades  and  does  an  impeccable  job  of  maintaining 
the  building.  She  washes  the  lobby  every  weekend,  changes  the 
flowers  in  the  lobby  with  the  seasons,  and  generally  keeps  every 
nook  and  cranny  cleaner  than  the  finest  hotel. 

I  hope  that  the  City  will  see  clear  to  allow  this 
amazing  building  and  our  home  to  remain  as  we  have  grown  to  love 
it. 

Si 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


iod  Island,  Suite  207  •>  60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard  *  Larkspur,  California  94939 
EPHONE:  415  461.4760  Facsimile:  415  461.8038 

July  16,   1993  ... 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement 

Order  No:   162  011:  103  0  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Enclosed    please    find    an    Appeal    from    the    Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,    1993.      Also   enclosed   is   Helen  Wolins'    (owner   of  property) 
personal    check,    No.    238    in  the   amount   of    $64.60   to   cover  your 
i     filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative"  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,  or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward'  to  a  prompt  resolution. 

■  Sincerely, 

Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


Sen  Mateo  County 

Special  Edu&gafi&fa  Local  Pisasi  Atb^ 

Aateo  Counly  Office  of  Education  •  333  Main  Street  •  Redwood  City,  CA  94063-1782   •  (415)363-5478   •  FAX  [415]  363=5436 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

May  13,  1991 

To  Whom  It  may  Concern: 

Helen  Wolins,  my  landlady  at  1030  Lake  Street  has  informed  me  that  recent 
building  code  ammendents  require  that  she  re-model  the  current  entry- 
doors  to  the  six  (6)  apartments  in  this  building. 

I  am  writing  in  support  of  Helen  Wolins1  petition  for  an  exemption  to  these 
code  requirements  and  to  request  that  we  be  allowed  to  retain  our  doors, 
"as  is." 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  this  building  since  1977.  At  no  time  during  my 
residency  have  I  felt  that  the  window  panes  in  the  doors  were  unsafe  or  left 
me  unprotected,  in  any  way. 

This  is  a  small  building  with  longtime  residents  and  little  turn-over.  The 
light  that  comes  through  the  doors  and  the  general  atmosphere  they  create, 
while  never  invading  privacy,  add  to  our  sense  of  "neighborhhod/building 
watch"  and  mutual  security.  I  feel  more  secure  with  the  doors  "as  is"  than  I 
would  with  solid  doors. 

I  hope  that  you  will  consider  this  request  in  your  determination   Please  feel 
free  to  call  me  [752-6974]  if  further  information  would  be  helpful. 


Sincerely,  ^ 


Mary  Owens 
Program  Specialist 
San  Mateo  County  Office  of  Education 

Resident  of  1030  Lake  Street  #5,   San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


ri1  WING  DISTRICTS*  Boyshore  School  District.  Belmoni School  District.  Bnsbone  School  District.  Bur  lingomc  School  District,  Cabnllo  Unified  School  District,  Hillsborough  City  School 
terjon  School  District.  Jefferson  Union  High  School  District,  loguno  Solodo  Union  School  District,  lo  Hondo  Pescodcro  Unified  School  District,  las  lomiios  School  District  Ntenla 


/  'nod  District,  Millbroe  School  District.  Portob  Volley  School  District.  Rovenswood  City  School  District.  Redwood  City  School  District,  Son  Btuno  Port  School  District.  Son  Coilos 
)i*:t.  Son  MoteoCity  School  District,  San  Moteo  County  Office  of  Education,  Son  Moleo  Union  High  School  District.  ScquO'0  Union  High  School  District  Souih  Son  Francisco  Unified 
M  :t,  Woodside  School  District 


ty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISIOK 


nJsj        DATE:  06/18/93 

PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 


1030   LAKE  ST 
BLOCK :    1347     LOT :  005 
SEP,:    01    CASE:  DA0 


HELEN  M  HOLIKS   INTER-VIV  TR 
%  HELEN  II  WOLINS 
1030   LAKE  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME  ' 
HELEN  MARY  WOLINS   INTER-VIV  TR 


INSPECTOR: 


941  18 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT  : 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    1620  1 1 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  06/09/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    16  1298. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 

1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  -  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

APPEAL :   Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  07/06/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)   (1  Signed) 


Approved:  06/09/93 


John  E.  Cribbs 
Director  of  Public  Works 


v   ' '  37A-P20-P20-005 
1390  MARKET  ST  SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO   9  <4  1 0  2 


(415)554-8742 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


I  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Ilanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

!  Daley  Gertrude  C  

3000    24th  Av. 

San  francisco,  CA  94132  


Dace:        August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|  X  |      Director's  Order 

\      {      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

\      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


|      |  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_  45  Cerritos  Av. 
6913 


BLOCK 
APPEAL  NO.^ 
INSPECTOR 


LOT 


026 


6493 


S-NC-DEQ  BW1 


Robert  Noelke 


Appellant: 

is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
July  15,  1993  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    August  25,  1993 
loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
trtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
ments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 


are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice, 


cc:    Son  Daley 

3000    24th  Av. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


t  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellnt's  Agent. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
nc  Appeals  Board 


*a£5  . 


3 


215  (Rev.  9/87)  (j  0 

)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FIl'NG 
File  appeal  with 

''mSmStSlSP     I*™1-  T0  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
<van  Francisco.  CA  94102 

Tel  No i  554-8742  ^  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FILING  FPF-  *  52.00 

S^— »   1  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Pits  Appeal  Number. 

Appellant       ~~ f 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on   3  -  //  .19    °l  2-  


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at_ 

 San  Francisco.     They  contain 

I  dwelling  units  and   O  rooming  units. 

i 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)  J*Av£  HfPuezp  f&L  Teem  rrs  ftuv  A»  ^tcw^c^  A--d  iAxjc  }  s 

f\<?peuu       FiC-<M -rv)e  OtQ>qL  A^^l^*  ~go"5>C/cfi  fly*  *         3  A-rTM-e  ~T>~Pi^ 

S&C\?ieo  WTHe  fc^/nvT  bJtf'Crl         '1&>ex^Y&!zfm&V&>  A^V  g^QsJKZsn 


(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 

/^gA-TCTneWT"   Of"  A^Lwsap&vn?  ppjo-ejcejus  .  "pert*  'T5  CjJsxe  Js-SmcO 

/^/TVK  hje*Z,Ai&  ^ Ave  /J*"^^  Jm  frtr. 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

(5)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  t^kJjJcH^-  4-  n<^^*JT  .  — 


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  ist 

^5>V    r^AHCJS  Co         C/t  9 'V r/32 

Telephone  Numbers  £<9/-oo7° 


Dated!  4^-?  ,  19  7^  . 

Signature  of  Appellant  Jd.  >&qJ^j  . 

File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9«1102 
Telephone  Numberi    (415)  554-8742. 


July  13,  1993 


Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

460  McAllister  St. 

San  Francisco,   CA  94102 

Attention:     Code  Enforcement  Division 

Gentlemen: 

I  am  writing  regarding  the  request  of  hearing  for  45  Cerritos 


SLieetr.       I  paid  you  last  April,   1992  but  I  am  not  yet  called  for 
hearing  to  this  date.     Kindly  schedule  me  for  the  next  hearing. 
Thank  you. 

Ron  Daley 
Agent  for  Owner 


/id  County  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE '  03/20/92 
PROPERTY   ADDRESS ' 
45  CERRITOS  AV 
BLOCK     6913     LOT:  026 
SE2 :    01    CASE:    BM 1 

DALEY   GERTRUDE   C  OWNER'S  NAME: 

3000   24TH   AV  DALEY   GERTRUDE  C 

SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 

94132  INSPECTOR:   

DISTRICT:    37A  CT :  309 

ORDER   OF   ABATEMENT   UNDER  SECTION   203—203 . R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    15886 1 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  03/11/92 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  158296. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows : 

1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

APPEAL :   Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street  (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  04/07/92. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  03/11/92 


Richar^7J\y  Evans 
Director  of  Public  Works 


(415)554-8742 


37A-P20-P20-005 
1390  MARKET  ST  SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FX.AN  CISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


C£  Of  THS  SECJLETAJtT 

I  McAlliscer  Sc.,  Room  301 
i  Francisco,  CA  94102 
i-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

[£}  Director1*  Order 
I  /  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent1*  Complaint 
Waived  Bearing 

CD  ABSENT 
fTJ  PRESENT 


>ellanc 
Iress 


Blanca  O.  Lopez 


17ft  Sayramnre  Street 


San  Francisco.  CA  94112 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  128  Sagaaore  St. 
BLOCK      7138  LOT  011-A 


HEARING  DATE   June  23,  1993 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6488  

INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke 


T  EMI  N'T  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
August  25,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 

cc:    Leon  Otero 

595  John  Muir  Dr.,  #C308 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


ting  Secretary 


Appeals  Board 


lARINCs     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abateaent 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  be«n  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  Bade  In  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  dace  of  Che  decision.    Decision  rendered- by  the  Board  ac  chat  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  fora  ac  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

MAILED;      July  8,  1993   


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEHENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


;  OF  THE  SECRET  ART 
HKTi  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


iLlanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Blanca  O.  Lopez  

128  Sagamore  St. 

San  Francisco,  cA  94112 


Dace: 


June  2,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|  x  |     Director's  Order 

I      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic  =  -. 

{      |      Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  7138 


128  Sagamore  St 


LOT 


011-A 


APPEAL  NO.  6488 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DCO 


Appellant: 

is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

f/29/93  t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      *  June  23.  1993 

torn  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

irther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
•rtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
aents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


,  ATA,  Secretary 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 
A  copy  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 

cc:    Leon  Otero 

595  John  Muir  Dr.,  #C308 
San  FRancisco,  CA  94132 

215  (Rev.  9/87)  (jO 
Lj)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
jnt  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
Francisco,  CA  94102         OF  THE  CITY  A*10  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
el.  No.  554-8742 
ING  FEE:  $ 

1  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


U0P&-, O 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


cm 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)     The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 


(2)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  J 

rooming  units. 


dwelling  units  and 


3. 


(3)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 


(4) 


(5) 
(6) 


(State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  n 

The    undersigned    is    the  owner 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above 


The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No.  Pi'7-13^^ 


Date  Jl 


4uL 


Signa 


(Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB), /Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


Department  of  Public  Works 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

APPEAL  RUNG 
File  appeal  with 

AbaVrnsnt  AppfcsSs  Bo»r4  " 

Market  St..  Sj.?:  .  , 
San  Francisco,  CA  S4iu2 
Tel.  No.  554-8242  /0 
FILING  FEE:  $  j^r — " 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
LOPEZ   BLANC A  0 

INSPECTOR:   


DISTRICT :    38A  CT  •  314 

ORDER  OF   ABATEMENT   UNDER   SECT ION   203 -203. R   OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  161730 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  03/3  1/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING   ORDER  NO.  160985. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director . 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 

1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours   prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure   constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


ty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  04/09/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
128   SAGAMORE  ST 
BLOCK:    7138     LOT:  011A 
SEfi:    01    CASE:  DC0 


LOPEZ   BLANCA  0 
128   SAGAMORE  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


94112 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  hctve  issu&d  to  his  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :   Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  04/27/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  03/31/93 


ytryl  Truly  Yours, 

//  John  E.  Cribbs 
(/     Director  of  Public  Works 


(415)554-8742 


38A-P20-P20-004 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 

(/7j 


6-7-93 

Inspector     Noelke  : 

Please  POST  AND  RETURN  DECLARATION  TO  AAB  CLERK. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
San  Francisco,  California 
DECLARATION  OF  POSTING  OF  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING 


I«     j^)     {S^&^y^^  declare  that  I  am  employed  by 

the  City  and  ^ounty  or  San  Francisco  and  at  all  times  herein 
mentioned  was  over  the  age  of  18  years;  that  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  (203* l.E)  of  the  San  Francisco  (Building) 

Code,  I  did  on  the    /> ^"day  of      ^T~h/u-^e  i  19  9-3,  post 

a  copy  of  Notice  of  Hearing  of  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  in 
a  conspicuous  place  on  the  building,  structure  or  part  thereof 
described  in  said  Complaint,  to  wit: 


128  Sagamore  Street 
San  Francisco,  California 


I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  foregoing  is  true 
and  correct. 

Executed  on  at  San  Francisco, 

California. 


PCD  -  127A  (V80) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OP  THE  SECRETARY 

iRTY  conservation 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.lane's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Anita  A.  Hones  

2570  39th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94116 


Date:        August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


□ 
□ 

|      (  Other 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 


Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


:  Appellant : 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  2439 


2570  39th  Avenue 


LOT  022 


APPEAL  NO.  3359 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke 


;  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
nary    17,  1993  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       August  25,  1993 
oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

..irther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
irtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
nents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


,  ATA,  Secretary 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 


(rlglnal  Hotlce  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


m 


H15  (Rev.  .9/87) 

)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


1PPEAL7ILING 
lie  appeal  with 
it  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

ferket  St,  Suits  219        appeal  to  the  abatement  appeals  board 
rancisco,  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
L  No.  554-S742, 
FEE:  %5Vi? 

~"  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


 Anita  Nones   Appeal  Number 

Appellant: 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at       2570    39th  Avenue   , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain    dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

In  the  processs  of  getting  permit 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


Request  extension  to  finish  work  after  approval  of  permit 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 753-9655  ,  


Tel.  No. 


Dated: 

Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

-  -  Owner 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:e  of  the  secretary 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Shawna  McGrew 

1522    32nd  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Dace: 


August  5,  1993 


Nacure  of  Appeal 


Director's  Order 

\  x   |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

[      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  2452 


2690    45th  Avenue 


LOT  013-A 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3360 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Robert  Noelke 


r  Appellant: 

i|S  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
ebruary  17,  1993,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 
iRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

:  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
iartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
umencs  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

)  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
)  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Sains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 

ilfiffiS;   m  0 


•215  (Rev.  9/87)  ■  \  - 

§»)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


-A8PEAL7ILING 
File  appeal  with 
ent  Appeals  Board  (AAI) 

1  Market  St,  Suite  210  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

It.  No.  554-5742 

JNG  FEE:  $  y^4rr. 

— — ^  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant: 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        \  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

W^-e^e^^.    ^ppS^C*-3^<^  0^*-~JZX^-T& 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

_  j^^AAjo^o--/  Wcn/vv-e  - 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   ( state^whijCh)  of^  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  ( 2 )  above 


(5)     The  official  address  of  the  undersigned 


tie  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  descri] 
3  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 

v_o  c*-v*-  ':vmsr 


Dated: 


\D-  ^ 


acPn'    _   

Signature  (Print"  Name  Below)" 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB)~,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


IE  OP  THE  SECRETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Chen  Rui  Sheng  &  Cui  Lan 

245  Cotter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Dace:     August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |      Director's  Order 

\  ^  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

\      |      Superintendent, ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  6779 


245  Cotter  St. 


LOT 


Oil 


APPEAL  NO, 
INSPECTOR 


3361 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Robert  Noelke 


:  Appellant: 

Is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
February  19,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     August  25,  1993 
'loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  " 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
nrtmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
iments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 


I  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
|  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
C  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


.1215  (Rev.  9/87) 

I')  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


9-3) 


"   ,     APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 

Abatement  Appeals  Guard  (AABJ  v 
S^Sto  WsJl«       APPEAL  T°  THE  ^TEMENT  <*^AI_S  BOARD  y.  ^ 

FltfNG  FER-5$B  54  60     °F  ™E  CITY  AND  C0L,NTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 

<^nerrsi    Appeal   Number  g  £ g  / 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,   Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      c3^t>    CZQlT^PL.  S>jfl£^' 

 San  Francisco.     They  contain 

<"?ja"^-      dwelling  units  and   s^j  rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


t 


Q>  N>^^>  p^of-  


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  fa«r  iwei  i  f  I  ed  or  ssd  by  thic  boird) 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  . 


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 
Telephone  Number;  "533>  -    £  8  7  °j  ~ 


Dated;         J-  /  /  d  19 _] 

Signature  o 


f  Appellant. 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  554-B742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


lellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Thomas  B  &  Julie  W  Doyle  

833    Head  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132  


Date:    August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


Director's  Order 

|  x  {     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      1      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   

PROPERTY  ADDRESS   2812-2816     21st  Street 


BLOCK  4085 


LOT  016 


APPEAL  NO.  3362 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke 


r  Appellant: 

s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
:ch  4,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 


[loom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
artment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
laments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
1.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

»  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA, - Secretary 
nc  -Appeals  .Board  jj|t 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


215  (Rev.  9/87) 

5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL7I11NG 

File  appeal  with  -r 
mi  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

Market  St,  Suite  2§Q        appeal  to  the  abatement  appeals  board 
Francisco,  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
I.  No.  554-5742 

'NG  FEE:  3  54.60 

— — — *  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


<=^Tt~AS*  ^    A     £V»J%  ,   Appeal  Number   ^3>&  ^ 

Appellant  //  \. 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith s  Jf^_y 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  ~" 
San  Francisco.     They  contain 
rooming  units. 


*+•  dwelling  units  and 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 ?33     l^J/  .  

 t.i.  no.   ^O?;^  ZQ3£ 


Dated:         %H[%2>    ~7^L^ \S  2h  ,  _ 

(       I  .  Signature  (Print  NamdT  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 

-  W 


t 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


i  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
1049  Mepham  Dr. 

Pittsburg,  CA  94565  


Dace:        August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


G3 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

\      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADORES S_ 
BLOCK  1734 


1255     16th  Av. 


LOT  010 


APPEAL  NO.  3363 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


Robert  Noelke 


Appellant : 


i  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
ach  5,  1993  win  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       August  25,  1993 

oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
xrtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 

ments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

tare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
icounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Richard  M.  Grabs tein,  Esq. 

645  Larkin  Street  —  Upper  Level 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


ATA,  Secretary 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a.  copy  to 
Appellant's  agent*] 


115  (Rev.  9/87)  :: 

)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPBOlliNG  I V 

File  appeal  with 
anent  Appaais  Board  (MM) 

3D  Market  St,  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

a  Francisco,  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
Tel  No.  554-3742 
RUNG  FEE:  %  54.60 

— — — ■  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Alfredeo  &  Engracia  Lagman  2  i/2 

 ^   Appeal  Number  <?^vL7 

Appellant 


The  anderalgned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Cods,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith i 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    1255-16th  Avenue   

San  Francisco.     They  contain  *    '         dwelling  units  and  * 

rooming  units.         *  13  guest  rooms. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

Full  inspection  performed  11/87  with  Notice  of  Violation  in 
2/88.     Most  items  were  corrected  pursuant  to  Permit  issued  6/88 
and  completed  in  7/88.  Other  items  were  corrected  which  did  not 
require  a  Building  Permit  but  were  never  finally  inpsected  and 
abatement  proceedings  were  initiated.     Application  has  been  filed 
for  Permit  to  secure  final  inspection. 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board).   A.   Hearing  on  3/3/93  granted  on 

week  abeyance  to  secure  Permit  and  complete  inspection  and  this 
period  has  not  expired.     Notice  of  Noncompliance  dated  2/26/93  is 
premature.     B.  Minor  items  not  requiring  Permit  were  not  resolved  in 
1988  by  completed/permitted  work.  C.  Relief  requested  is  that  Notice 
of  Noncompliance  be  vacated. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above        Attorney  for  owner/agent  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 
Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 

 b4b  Larklll  SLl^yL-Pppei  Lyvul  


Ran   Prandsco.    CA.  94109 


Dated:  March  5,  1993   .  (/ 


Tal.  No.      (415)  673-895 

Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


Richard  M_.  Grabstein 


(Pile  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Pox  Plaxa  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  5S4-8742.) 


i  V 


Law  Offices  of 
ORME  and  GRABSTEIN 


hn  Robin  Orme 
:hard  M.  Grabstein 


645  Larkin  Street  -  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco.  California  94109 


Telephone:  (415)  673-8954 
FAX:  (415)  673-1612 


March  5,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 

1390  Market  Street,  #260 

San  Francisco,   California  94102 

Re:     1255-16th  Avenue 

Notice  of  Noncompliance  #93-092 
Date  of  Noncompliance  -  2/26/93 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

Enclosed  is  the  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  in  the 
referenced  matter. 

Also    enclosed    is    our    check    to    your    order    in    the    sum  of 
$54.60  as  the  filing  fee  for  the  Appeal. 

There  is  a  substantial  amount  of  documentary  evidence  to  be 
considered  at  the  hearing  of  this  Appeal  and  it  has  not  all  been 
submitted  with  the  Appeal  which  is  merely  a  brief  statement  of 
the  background  of  the  matter  and  the  relief  sought.  Hopefully, 
prior  to  any  such  hearing,  the  matter  will  be  fully  resolved 
between  the  owners  of  the  building  and  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspectors  Code  Enforcement  Division. 

Please    contact    the    undersigned    if    there   are   any  questions 
whatsoever  regarding  this  matter. 

Thank  you  for  your  prompt  attention. 


Very  truly  yours, 


ORME  &  GRABSTEIN 


Richard  M.  Grabstein 


Encl . 
RMG/dc 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OF  THE  SECRETARY 

RTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


lane's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Sabino  &  Micaela  Saavedra  

943  Somerset  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94134  


Date:      August  5.  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


|      )      Director's  Order 

|  x  j      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     943  Somerset  st. 


BLOCK  6160 


LOT  019 


APPEAL  NO.    3366  S-NC-DEQ  DC 


INSPECTOR     KoWi-  NopIVp 


Appellant : 

is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
h  8.  1993 


will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     August  25,  1993 


fcom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

fcrther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
atment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

re  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ounsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


''Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


15  (Rev.  9/87) 

5i  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL7ILINQ 
rila  appeal  with 
lit  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

Market  St,  Suits  £Jd        appeal  to  the  abatement  appeals  board 
fancisco,  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
I  No.  554-3742 
|G  FEE:  S  54.60 

'  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


/ffat/€    tf/Ueci/^   Appeal  Number   d  &   

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at        f1/ 3     JV  n  -er£ 
San  Francisco.     They  contain        £h  g-         dwelling  units  and 
rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/ agent ,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above     (9tvfv/*  • 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 Tel.  no.    &6  7  ~  yjt^J-  


Dated:  -cyj    X  Jf^tptf /  ^str  'J^^J^ir^ 

Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


(31) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OF  THE  SECRETARY 

RTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.lane's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Mitchell  J.  Friedman  

350  Steuart  St. ,  #600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Da  c  e : 


August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


I  |      Director's  Order 

j x    |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  407-415  Lombard  St 
BLOCK 


0077 


APPEAL  NO.  3367 


LOT  Q40 
S-NC-DEQ 


BW0 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


Appellant : 


lis  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
[>ch  9,   1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    August  25,  1993 

torn  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

f rther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
a tmenn  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
dents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
I  Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

re  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


15   (Rev.  9/87) 


558-6168 


450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


APPEAL7ILINQ  /(, 

^ie  appeal  with 

nt  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

Market  St,  Suits  2S0  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

/ancisco,  CA  94182  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

I  No.  554-^742 
NG  FEE:  3  54.60 

" '~  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 


<^7 


Appellant: 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith:  »  I 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    Jj~.  L&Wy&W  Q/    '  ( 

San  Francisco.     They  contain     Ca  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units.  —  I 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) .  »  II  ) 

iMV-H  T^^)1^       complete  uj0^< 

(Attach— additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.)  £^  ^tj  GL  VV^- 6*^^  C[  ' 

/ownen/ agent ,/  (state  which)  of  the  prenytge 

fficial  address  of  the  undersigned  is:  .       /  .  /*/"\ 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  {Ownejj/agent ,/ J  state  which,)  of  Jcpe  prem^sjes  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above' 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned 


Dated: 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)   5  54-8742.) 


33) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMEN.  T  APPEALS 


BOARD 


Off!C£  Of-  THE  S£CJL£Ta*T 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
553-6163  : 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL  ' 

m  Director'*  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
I   7  Superintendent's  Cocplaiac 
Waived  Hearing 

n  ABSENT 
IT]  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Mitchell  J.  Friedman 


20  Edgardo  PI. 


San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  407-411  Lombard  St 

BLOCK      0077   LOT  040 

HEARING  DATE  January  27 
APPEAL  NUMBER  6472 


1993 


CHIEF      INSPECTOR  Laurence  M.  Komfield 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  within  six  (6)  months.     The  case  will  be 
referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  July  23,  1993. 

cc:    William  Walters,  AIA 
1246  18th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

Chris  Lynch 


20  Edgazdo  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

REHEARING:  Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code.  Che  Abate=<=~ 
Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  b«c=  rer.d*r 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  da 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.  Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  ti- 
will  be  final.  Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Ra.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


date  mailed;  February  16,  1993  


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OP  THE  SECRETARY 
■RTY  CONSERVATION 

NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 

Llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Ayad  &  Jane  Hussain  

1032  Irving  St.,  #228 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     1222-1224     9th  Av. 
BLOCK         1742             LOT  Q33 
APPEAL  NO.    3368          S-NC-DEQ  PI 
INSPECTOR  

[Appellant : 
is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
March  9,  1993,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    August  25,  1993 
l)om  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

arther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
(rtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
tients  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
I  Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
;ounsel  of  your  choice. 


Date:        August  5,  1993  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

\      [      Director's  Order 

\ x    |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


15  (Rev.  9/87) 


558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEA17IUNG 
File  appeal  with 
tfri  Appeals,  Board  (AAi) 

Market  St,  Suits  210        appeal  to  the  abatement  appeals  board 

Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

el.  No.  554-S742 
3NG  FEE:  S  54.60 

~— — '  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Avad  &  Jane  Hussain   Appeal  Number 

Appellant 


III 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    1222-1.  224   Qrh    Avp.  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain    two  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

We  are  appealing  a  Notice  of  Noncompliance   dated   2/26/93  (postmarked 

3/1/93).      We  have  not   completed   the  work   because   the   permits   for  the 

required   work  have  not   been   issued   even   though  we  have   submitted  all 

applications  and   plans   requested   by   the   City.      Although  our  conditional 

use  application  was  approved   on   1/14/93  and   we   promptly   recorded  the 

required  Notices  of  Restrictions,    the  permits  have  not   been  issued. 

We  have   contacted  City  Planning   and   the   building   dept.    to   try   to   speed  the 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  actioRr ° c  e s  s • 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

We   believe   that   the   Notice  of   Noncompliance   should   not   be   issued  unless 
we   fail   to   complete   the   repairs  within   the   proper   time   once   the  permits 
have   been   issued.      We   fully   intend   to   do  all    the   required   work   as  soon 
as   the   permits  are  issued. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above     owner  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

1032   Irving  St.  #228  

San  Francisco.   CA  94122  

 Tel.  No.      (415)  664-3929  


Dated: 


,  March  8,  1993. 


Ik 


ignature  (Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OF  THE  SECRETARY 

£RTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Leonid  &  Katrirt  Stolyarov 
1366    36th  Av. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122   


Dace: 


AngiiQl-  Sr 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


LxJ 


Direccor's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


1       I  Och 


er 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS      1366  -  36th  Av. 


BLOCK  1790 


LOT  010-R 


APPEAL  NO .  3369 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Robert  Noelke 


Appellant : 

I  is  co  serve  nocice  chac  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abacemenc  Appeals  Board  on 
Erch  11,  1993         will  be  heard  by  the  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.   on       August  25,  1993 
)om  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

.irther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Ctment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
iients  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
1   Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
. counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Leonid  Stolyarov 
115  Mendosa  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94116 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


!15  (Rev.  9/87) 

558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


cm 


I  ii  C  uppCdl  Willi  4 

Abatement  Appeals  Conrd  (AA3)  i v  V 1 

— U80  Market  St.  Suite  250    appeal  to  the  abatement  appsals  board  / 


Szn  Frsr.cicco.  CA  Mi  02 

Tel.  Ms.  554-8742  .-j—  CITY  and  co'JNTY  or  son  francisco 

FI1ING  FEE:  1    54.60    &    THw  , 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


£&AZ4&2£  PJM/J/Jj&yi/A-/  Appeal   Number __£l_£Z  

ft  ppali  cat 

Tha  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  IIr 
Chapter  I,  off  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  .he 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

<1>  Ths  affected  premises  are  located  at. 

 San  Francisco.     They  contain 

dwelling  units  and  __rooming  en  its. 

(2)   (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature^ 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  materiel  facs 
relating  thereto) 

Background. 

1)  House  at  above  address  consists  of  flat  with  penthouse  (both  original)  and  In-law 
rooms  built  In  1984  and  used  since  to  run  Small  Day  Care  (up  to  6  kids).  In  1990  flat 
with  penthouse  were  rented  to  tenants.  Owners  moved  out  continuing  to  operate  Day 
Care  downstairs. 

2)  Tenants  have  been  permanently  violating  rental  agreement  from  the  very  first  days 
of  the  tenancy  Oate/non  payments,  no  single  payment  made  in  time,  bad  checks,  lying 
on  own  promises,  etc.).  As  a  part  of  campaign  against  owners,  tenants  complained  to 
Building  Department  on  Code  violations  at  Day  care.  This  resulted  in  the  issuance  of  the 
Notice  of  Violation  of  4/16/92.  Besides,  tenants"  abusive  behavior  put  Day  Care  In 
geopardy,  eventually  leading  to  Day  Care's  closure  In  July  of  1992. 


(3)   (State  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


1)  The.Notfce  of  Violation  of  4/16/92  had  accused  (In  It's  paragraphs  1,2,4  and  5)  Day 
Care's  owner  of  violation  of  Code  sections  405(c),  Table  5a,  etc.  However,  these 
sections  are  dealing  with  Large  Day  Cares  (7  to  !2  kids)  and  as  such  are  inapplicable  to 
Small  Dav  Cares  (up  to  6  kids)  as  our  one. 

2)  Paragraph  3  of  said  Notice  of  Violation  (with  five  subparagraphs  "a"  to  "e")  accused 
owners  of  Illegal  alterations  at  Day  Care  premisess.  These  accusations  are  qroundless. 
(we  can  prove  that  If  necessary).  To  clarify  these  accusations  we  choose,  however, 
different  way:  we  Invited  Mr.  N.  Rains,  Deputy  Superlntendant  of  Housing  Inspection,  and 
Mr.  R.  Noelke,  Sr.  Housing  Inspector,  to  visit  and  Inspect  the  Day  Care.  Upon  completion 
of  Inspection  both  officers  concur  that  no  alteration  took  place  at  Day  Care's  premises 
after  their  original  Installations. 

3)  Conclusion:  We  expect  Board  of  Appeal  to  cancel  1  said  Notice  of  Violation  and 
consequently,  clear  our  property  off  groundless  accusations  in  Code  violations. 

^Kv^ilCil  on — auuisiuiiai    SMeet    »■    ■        »-  j  - 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,   (state  whjlch)  of^tho 

presiisec  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above      faA/A//^^  . 

<5>  The  officii!  address  of  the  undersigned  is:  , 


Telephone  Kurr.ber  : 


Signature  of  Appellant  ^ 


rjlc  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Rcon,  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  J390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  34102 
Telrnhon.-  Kumb&v:   (415)  554-8742. 


(si) 


ft* 


To:  Mr.  R.  Noelke,  Sr.  Housing  Inspector. 
1390  Market  St.,  Suite  260 
San  Francisco,  Ca  94102. 
Tel:  554-8742. 

Dear  Mr.  Noelke! 


I  expected  to  mail  this  letter  the  very  same  day  we  met  at  your 
office  about  week  ago.  However,  I  was  not  well  for  a  whole  week  (  I  had 
four  heart  attacks,  and  last  one  -  not  without  "benefit"  of  the  subject 
case  -  not  far  ago). 

After  reviewing  the  "case"  again  I  found  no  reasons  why  it  should  not  be 
closed  without  further  discussions,  as  accusations  of  Notice  of  Violation 
of  4/16/92,  to  say  politely,  are  far  from  reality.  Unfortunately,  I 
realized  it  only  recently,  after  obtaining  Code  and  reading  "applicable", 
(per  the  Notice  of  Violation)  sections. 


Sincerely  yours 


Leonid  Stolyarov. 

1 15  Mendosa  Ave,  San  Francisco 

Ca,  941 16. 

Ph:  (510)  263-7196  day 


(415)  665-3863  home. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  F*ANGSCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


■\CZ  OF  THE  SECJLETaXY 

0  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
d  TrtQcisco,  CA  94102 
B-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  0?  APPEAL 

/  7  Director's  Order 
fTI  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent1*  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
(jj  PRESENT 


pellanc 
dress 


Myra  Galley 


149  London  Street 


San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  149  London  St, 

BLOCK      6012   LOT  008 

HEARING  DATE     June  23,  1993 


3346 


APPEAL  NUMBER  _ 

INSPECTOR   Robert  Noelke 


ATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
August  25,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


Acting  Secretary 


Appeals  Board 


EEARINC:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  Che  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  requesc  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  In  writing  within  10  days 
of  Che  dace  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered- by  the  Board  at  chat  Cine 
will  be  final.     Obcaln  rehearing  requesc  form  ac  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


MAILED;     July  8,  1993 


(ft 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


IE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
1ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pliant' s  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

I   Myra  Gulley 

149  London  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112  


Date:      Juiie  2>  !993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic. 


\      1      Superintendents  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

j  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS      149  London  St. 


BLOCK      6012  LOT  008 


APPEAL  NO.  3346           S-NC-DEQ  DC 
INSPECTOR  

Appellant: 

is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
.Tan .  1 1  .  iq<n    »  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      *  June  23,  1993 
oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  Che  Abatement  Division  of  the 
prtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
sments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
*  Original  Notice  of  TToaWTig  ±s  sent  to  Appellant. 


215  (Rev.  9/87) 

8)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


,    APPEAL  FILING 
Hie  appeal  willi 

wtement  Appeals  Ooard  (AAB)  3> 
13.90  WirH  St.  Switp  750  A"*f 
San  Francisco  CA  J;4i02       APPEAL  T0  Tl ,E  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

FILING  FEF:5$  ^  54  60     0F  THE  CITY  AND  BOUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number^ 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   o."  the  San  Francisco  Hun i c  i p «?.  1   Code?,   and  mattes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    fi^->':-?  /\^,£r24?5£&~>*.  ^ 

.  San  Francisco.     They  contain 

^7^.      dwelling  units  and  ^fl^G^f        rooming  units. 


/A  if* 


(2)   (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language?  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(3)   (Slate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  "jg  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


(Attach  an  additional  shert  if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isz 
Telephone  Number:  ZZljg 


patedi 


Signature  of  Appellant. 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Numberi   (415)  554-8742. 


f 


11  Jm.  of  Woe  ^i^^J^L 


iff  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 

DOCi  IMCMTS  DEPT. 


rfnl  ////MINUTES  OF  HEARING—NO- — 3 6 7 

O//-*  August""?  5 , 

Boom   282.    Citv  Wall    at    1:30  P 


Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 

SEP  1 4  1993 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT  DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


William  M.  Abend,  President  Neil  G.  Rains,  A. I. A.   -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 

Kenneth  Bohegian  Robert  Noelke  -  Housing  Inspector 

Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS: 


#6492  1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  M.  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 
c/o  Charlotte  H.  Guggins,  Esq. 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  thirty   (30)  days.     The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  September  22,  1993. 


#6493  45  Cerritos  Avenue 

Daley,  Gertrude  C. 
c/o  Ron  Daley 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to 
the  City  Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by 
December  24,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeals  Continued  Hearings: 


#6488  128  Sagamore  Street 

Blanca  O.  Lopez 
c/o  Leon  Otero 
(Present) 

1 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety   (90)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  November  24,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  367 
August  25,  1993 
Page  2  of  3 


Franchise  Tax  Board  Hearings: 


#6486  2570  39th  Avenue 

Anita  A.  Nones 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety   (90)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  November  24,  1993. 


#3360  2690  45th  Avenue 

Shawna  McGrew 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  thirty   (30)  days.     The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  September  22,  1993. 


#3361  245  Cotter  Street 

Chen  Rui  Sheng  &  Cui  Lan 
(Present) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3362  2812-16  21st  Street 

Thomas  B.  &  Julie  W.  Doyle 
(Present) 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  December  24,  1993. 


#3363  1255  -  16th  Avenue 

Richard  Grabstein 
(Present) 


DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  October  27,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  367 
August  25,  1993 
Page  3  of  3 

#3366  943  Somerset  Street 

Sabino  &  Micaela  Saavedra 
(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  concurrent  with  the  Appellant's  Permit 
Application  until  December  16,  1993. 

#3367  407-415  Lombard  Street 

Mitchell  J.  Friedman 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 

#3368  1222-1224  9th  Avenue 

Jane  Hussain 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety  (90)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  November  24,  1993. 


#3369 


1366  -  36th  Avenue 
Leonid  &  Katrin  Stolyarov 
(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board . 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


#3346 


149  London  Street 
Myra  Gulley 
(Present) 


DECISION:       It  was  the  decision  of  the  Board  Members  to  remove  the  case  from  the 
calendar . 


RN:ts 


f3 


,  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

//ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  368 


SEPTEMBER  22,  1993 
Room  282,~~CTty  Hall  at  1;30  P.M. 


DOO'  imfmtq  nppT. 

SEP  1 4  1993 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 

Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke,  Housing  Inspector,  CED 


Item  No .         Page  No . 


Case  No. 


Property  Address 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


1. 


1-3 


6494 


185  Sickles  Avenue 
William  L.  Jeong 


2. 


4-6 


6495 


1030  Kearny  Street 
Kwock  Kent  Horn 


3. 


7-13 


6496 


4314-4318  California  St 
Bruno  Richard  Trustee 
c/o  Don  de  Fraga 


4. 


14  -  19 


6497 


129  Britton  Street 
Raymond  Grinsell 


5. 


20  -  22 


6498 


310  Turk  Street 
Lillie  Jun 


6. 


23  -  59 


6499 


2551  Mission  Street 
Erwin  G.  Swett 


7  . 


60  -  62 


6500 


154  Farallones  Street 
Irene  Ionin 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 
8.  63  -  67  6489 


2614  Buchanan  Street 
John  C .  Adams 
c/o  Janis  Piatt 


9. 


68  -  95 


6490 


55  Osgood  Place 
Richard  B.  Simkalo 
c/o  Ronald  E.  Hothem 


AAB/FTB  Hearings 
September  22,  1993 
Page  Two  of  Two 


10.  96  -  107  6492  1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  Wolins 

c/o  Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  FOR  REHEARING ; 

11.  108  -  113  6485 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS; 
12.  114  -  115  3370 


13.  116  -  117  3371 


14.  118  -  119  3372 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 
15.  120  -  123  3355 


16.  124  -  126  3360 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  REHEARING; 

17.  127  -  132(F)       3350  201-203  Noe  Street 

Stephen  Hodge 

E-n-d. 


201  Noe  Street 
Robert  E.  Wood 


240  Ocean  Avenue 
James  D.  Walsh 


3715     17th  Street 
Lawrence  P  Costello 


1438  46th  Avenue 
Janice  Huang 


284  Niagara  Avenue 
Esther  M.  Rios 


2690  45th  Avenue 
Shawna  McGrew 


cc:       AAB  Members 

Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  HID,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  C.I. Program,  BBI 

Secretary,  AAB 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 

City  Attorney 

City  Planning 

Public  Library,   c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 
File  (2  copies) 
Agenda  Only: 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  City  Hall,  Rm.  159A 

SF  Fire  Department 

SF  Public  Health  Dep't.   -  Rm.  217 

Posting  Copy  at  City  Hall 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

feong  William  L  &  Sharon  

140  Foerster  Street 

Ian  Francisco.  CA  94127  


Dace:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


\  X  |     Director's  Order 

\      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic=: 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

\      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  185  Sickles  St. 
BLOCK  7145 


LOT  083 


APPEAL  NO. 6494 


S-NC-DEQ  pip 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


Appellant: 

is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
aly  23.  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
rtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Neil  GJ  Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


1215  (Rev.  9/87) 

t)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


CO 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
ent  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Market  St,  Suite  250 
Francisco,  CA  94102 
M.  Wo.  554-8742 
JNG  FEE:  $ 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


am 


Appellant 


I-  J 


Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1) 


The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  ,  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 


/TO 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  c^-   dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

/    3>,v  ~o+-    -ij^j igL^s   Ccvnplc+Jk;  +he  Ue*/C 


n 


(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 


/     CJocc-(o{  (t(c^  same 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   &6<J S7 f3^_  . 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No.      r^?  "?  ~Z2<S7 


-H7/  C 


Date 


/if.... 

Ignature^P 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB), 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


w) 

om  260,  ^Fox  Plaza  Bldg".  , 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE :  06/25/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
185   SICKLES  ST 
BLOCK:    7145      LOT:  083 
SEg:    01    CASE:  DIO 


JEONG   WILLIAM   L  £ 
840    FOERSTER  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


SHARON 


9412' 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

APPEAL  FILING 

File  appeal  with 
Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AA8| 
13S0.fto5f  St..  Suite  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  554-8742  /o 
FILING  FEE:  \   

OWNER'S  NAME: 
JEONG  WILLIAM  L   £  SHARON 

INSPECTOR  *•  


DISTRICT:    38A  CT 

ORDER   OF    ABATEMENT   UNDER   SECTION   203-203. R   OF  THE 
BtTTT,DTWf=    COTiT.  R1*!  GUI  IP.  ORDER   NO.  152063 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  06/16/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  161322. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER   WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines   as  follows: 

1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions   are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,    the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  c<-»de.     The   Lime  period 
«h?.ll   :ir.si;.CB  iiun  xne  date  of   chis  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms   obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,    Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),    and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  07/13/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  06/16/93 


Jolfrr  E  .  Cribbs 

DiVector  of  Public  Works 


(415)554-8742 


38A-P20-P20-004 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:e  op  the  secretary 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


sllant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

om  Kent  Kwock  &  Way  &  Fung  

68  Sacramento  Street,  #5 

an  Francisco,  CA  94108  


Dace ; 


September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


\  X  |     Director's  Order 

1      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic; 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complain; 


Waived  Hearing 
Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    1030  Kearny  Street 


BLOCK 


0163 


LOT  019 


APPEAL  NO.  6495 


S-NC-DEQ  DIP 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


r  Appellant: 

5  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
,ilv  30.  1993        »  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 
Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  — 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
artment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
jments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


H J 
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APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
lent  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

I  Market  St   Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Francisco,  CA  941Q2        0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
fel.  No.  554-8742  ^J. 
JNG  FEE:  S  6  b  z  

 —  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 

f\k>4tt(    Kbit'  /"/dM  Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

 C-^'V  • 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  /  0  3  0     K******  Sih^f 


San  Francisco.     They  contain    dwelling  un    s  and 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

3<JW  on  /Uj  cbitrrdi(ny   4     3  C*a^*>*$ftH.  ~f*r  f  ********  A*t 

t>ch    A.   -fivtf-         *r**r  tuhf.      At*  f?*r    fc*fa<A  _    W   b<4.'ld;«j        4  5" 
a*/!*-  falrf:*.*     Add;-kt»*J  pa^/t;**  ,'s  Act  An  e>p-ks*\  b«t^s<  df  +4( 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 

"A  j>rt«:»:  AK  ^ei  0  9<,<jt<(    S*/*/j  -fir  <*(**st  3°        'H  ^<d~~ 


~tk<  ^rtn.Hi  oj<t<^tt(    S*f</j  -fir  */+<>it   3o  Jrt 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 


(5)  The    undersigned    is    the  (jovmerV  agent ,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   QHjHGR.  . 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 (CO    Jjjj  he  

 Tel.  No.  C(S-0<t23 


Date 


7-  3«r  f3 


Signature (Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Director 


ADDRESS:    1030  KEARNEY  STREET 


BLOCK:  0163 
SEQ:  01 


LOT:  019 
CASE:  DI0 


H0M  KENT  KW0CK  &  WAY  &  FUNG 
768  SACRAMENTO  STREET,  #5 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94108 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
H0M  KW0CK  KENT  & 
WAY  &  FUNG 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECT  I  ON 203-203AR_0 FJT IE_ BU I L D I NG  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  162,109 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
JUNE  23,   1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 161, 311. 
THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  AND  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  120  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE  FILED 
WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF  JULY  13,  1993. 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 
l-#P?£ROVED:     JUNE  23  ,   1  993 


(/  JOHN  E 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Room  260,  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94102 


city  and  county  of  san  francisco 

ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


l  OP  THE  SECRETARY 

JERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


■.llant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

Bruno  Richard  Trustee  

1420  Sutter  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109   


Dace:       September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1  X  |     Director's  Order 

1      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic— 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  4314-4318  Calfiomia  St. 
BLOCK  1365 


LOT 


014 


APPEAL  NO.  6496 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


•  Appellant: 

is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  uich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

August  1Q<n  i  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

:oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

'urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
g.rtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
eiments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

care  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
c counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


c:     Don  de  Fraga 

1841  Webster  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94115 


Rains,  ATA j  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  is  sent  to 
Appellant* s  Agent. 
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APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
ement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

90  Market  St  Suite  250  APPZAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Ifl  Francisco,  CA  941Q2        OF  THE  CITY  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  &  3 

DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


(^)or\    ^)tL  Fn+*p^   Appeal  Number 

Appellant  .  , 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

 .  - 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     V 3  /  V      / £      C^/^^gyr'-^vc.  > 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  \_1  dwelling  units  and      C^A^t  /V,/ 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

(7)    L-*-9*  * '  fit,**  lit     M«  /)rr.  \s/o«y//y  /*<f/<r//*d 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   /Og  rj    K)<.  F a  <.j<  • 

The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

C  F    j  CA       9  y ///  ^  

Tel.  No.      rci  6</Fl 


?A?  I? 3 


Date  //j-lilJ 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


ifnn6,  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  760,  Fqk  Plaa-a-Bldg-. , 
'  1390  na-rket  Stroet,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)   55  4-8742.  ) 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


DATE:  06/09/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
143  1  4-43  18   CALIFORNIA  ST 
BLOCK:    1365      LOT:  014 
SEfi:    01    CASE:    D AO 

BRUNO   RICHARD  TRUSTEE 
1420    SUTTER  ST 
SAN   FRANCISCO  CA 


94  109 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
BRUNO   RICHARD  TRUSTEE 


INSPECTOR:   

DISTRICT:  38A 


CT 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UKDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  162006 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  06/09/93 
in  accordance  with  the   DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    16  1252. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours   prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the   terms  of  the  Building  Code   of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order  . 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms   obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),    and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)   DAYS  of  07/06/93. 

iwner 
FUe  (2) 

BIi  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  06/09/93 

L 


E.  Cribbs 

of  Public  Works 


(4  15  )554-8742 


Firector 


38A-P20-P20-006 
13^90   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


>    >    >  > 

?  ?    V  9 


rjj  » 


APPLICATION  FOR  BUILDING  PERMIT 
ADDITIONS,  ALTERATIONS  OJ(  REPAIRS 

FORM  3/.@PRE-APPROVAL  SITE  INSPECTIOH'RE^UlR5^^/1 
FORM.  9  QovER-THECOUNTER  ISSUANCE  1 


Vx.,  .... 

ETS3-3o-T2 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
.  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

APPLICATION  IS  HEREBY  MAOE  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  ^  WORKS  OF  .  SAN  FRANCISCO  FOR  PERMISSION  TO 
:  BUILD  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  PLANS  AND  SPECIFICATIONS 
SUBMITTED  HEREWITH  AND  ACCORDING  TO  THE  DESCRIPTION 
AND  FOR  THE  PURPOSE  HEREINAFTER  SET  FORTH. 


DO  rfof  WIDE  AlOVt  WIS  lINf  T 


{I)  SHEET  AOOIESSOf  KM 


j*i  isiwuico  toTi  a  to*        1  |(7.>ievisedcost. 


|7A)  ESIIAUIED 


' — '  z! 

r-o  ii 


ao 


f  1  ! 

ii 


□  i 


INFORMATION  TO  BE  FURNISHED  BY  ALL  APPLICANTS 


DESCRIPTION  OF  EXISTING  BUILDING 


 '  1  -"^  DESCRIPTION  OF  BUUDING  AFTER  PROPOSED  ALTERATION  Q'J      ^' ■'' 


(»A|  NO  Of 
DwtlUNG  ~~f 
UMTS. 


i« riff  bf  const!.    I (S| no  of  | (»i no.  of 

"     /             X.|         SIOIIESOf  -TH    IASEMEHU      ...  »V\ 

*n           /\J         OCCUPANCT:  ANOCEltHS:   \fo  \J 

'oAUIOIIUHWAt  TESD  |(>»1 


(7)  PIOPOSED  USE: 


4 

fee 


(101    a  AUIO  HOKWAY 

10  IE  CONSIIUC1E0 
O*  AlIEIED? 


tes  D 

NO  QS' 


m  used  ouiino 
conjiiuctioni 


tes  □ 


TES  □ 


til)  rtUMUNC 

WOlr  IO  IE 

no  cr  "  M"o*Mt0' 


TESQ 

"no  l 


14)  GENEIAI  CONIfJACIOt^ 

<r;  <Z  Cri  ( 


IS)  CTwTIEI  ■  lESSff  (CROSS  Out  ONE)         S  .  .    7T  I 

ri  Ait  wot.  IO  If  M«Ot»ED  UNWI  tlUS  A/TUCAIION  lltrl.ENCr.  IO  PIANS  d  NOI  SUfHC*NI) 


PHONE  i  ('  (j'CAUf  .  UC.  NO 


IN  OAIE 

*  7- 


PHONE  |IO«  CONIACI  It  IUIEAUI 


,U|  WME  •<  DESCRIPTION  Of  All  WOK  IO  if  MtfOMEO  UNOEI  nilS  AJTUCAIION  |IEI 


»•□  3-Q 


4 


AT,  -'-r-jro  I 


ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  —  FORM  3  APPLICANTS  ONLY 


117)  0O«S  IMS  AIIEIAIION 
CREATE  ADOtllOHA! 


TIS  □ 


(II)  t  (17)  S  IES.  SIAIE 
NEW  HEIGHT  AT 
CENTEI  UNE  Of  flONT 


If)  OOESTHIS  AIIEIAIION 
CIEATI    DCCI  Ol  HOIIZ. 
EKIENSION  TO  lUHDING? 


NO  CX. 


|M)  If  l"l  >S  IES,  SIAIE 
NEW  CIOUNO 
flOOl  AICA 


(71)  WHt  SfOEWAW  OVII 

SUf>SMHWAU  SPACE  It 


YES  Q 

ko  CL 


(77)  win  IUHCHNO 

1XTEN0  IITONO 
,      PIOPMlr  UNIT 


«s  □ 


MOB-' 


(71)  ANY  OIHEI  EXISIINC  HOG 
ON  IOU  I*  IES.  SHOW 
ON  PIOI  PIAN)  


TtS  Q 
NO  Q 


(7«|  DOES  I  HIS  AIIEIAIION 
COnSHIUIE  A  CHANCE 
Of  OCCUPANCtt 


IES  Q 
NO  □ 


(7S|  AICMKCI 


3  Ol  AtTIIEDT 
CI  Of  f  NOINEI 


El  (DESIGN  Q    CONSTRUCTION  Q) 


(3«|  CONSIIUCIION  IE 
If  THE  IE  IS  


:ilON  lENOCI  I 

vrp-' 


(ENIEI  NAME  AND  I  RANCH  OESKJNAIION  If  ANT. 
CONSIIUCIION  IINOH.  ENIEI  •UNINOWN"). 


IMPORTANT  NOTICES 
No  chong.  iholl  bo  mod.  in  Iho  choroclor  ol  Ih.  occupancy  of  uto  without  first 
obloining  a  Building  P.rmil  oulhoriling  «u«h  chongo.  S««  Son  Froncuco  Bu.lding 
Codo  and  Son  FroncilCO  Homing  Codo. 

No  portion  ol  building  or  tlfucluf.  or  icolfolding  ul.d  during  eomlruelion  To  be  clo.er 
ihon  6'0-  to  any  wi.o  co-.loining  nor.  Ihon  750  »oll«,  Sr.  Sec.  385,  Colilorn.o 

PuriuonMo  Son  Fronciico  Building  Cod..  Ih.  building  p.rmil  iholl  b.  potl.d  on  Ih. 
job.  Th.  own.r  i»  r.ipomibl.  lor  opprov.d  plani  ond  application  b.ing  kept  ol 

building  lit*.  , .         ...  , i  

Grad.  lin.i  as  shown  on  drawings  accompanying  Ihn  applicalion  or.  o.ium.d  To  b. 
corr.ct  II  actual  grad.  Iln««  or.  not  Ih.  torn,  at  ihown  r.vii.d  drawing!  ihowing 
ccrr.ct  grad.  lin.l,  cull  ond  liUi  Tog.lh.r  wilh  compl.l.  d.loill  ol  r.loining  walls  ond 
woll  fooling,  r.quir.d  must  b.  lubmili.d  lo  Ihii  bur.au  lor  approval. 
ANY  SIMULATION  REQUIRED  HEREIN  OR  BY  CODE  MAY  BE  APPEALED. 
BUILDING  NOT  TO  BE  OCCUPIED  UNTIL  CERTIFICATE  OF  FINAL  COMPLETION  IS 
POSTED  ON  THE  BUILDING  OR  PERMIT  OF  OCCUPANCY  GRANTED.  WHEN  REQUIRED. 
APPROVAL  OF  THIS  APPLICATION  DOES  NOT  CONSTITUTE  AN  APPROVAL  FOR  THE 
ELECTRICAL  WIRING  OR  PLUMBING  INSTALLATONS.  A  SEPARATE  PERMIT  FOR  THE 
WIRING  AND  PLUMBING  MUST  BE  OBTAINED.  SEPARATE  PERMITS  ARE  REQUIREO  IF 
ANSWER  IS  "YES"  TO  ANY  OF  ABOVE  QUESTIONS  (10)  (II)  (12)  (13)  (22)  or  (24). 
THIS  IS  NOT  A  BUILDING  PERMIT.  NO  WORK  SHALL  BE  STARTED  UNTIL  A  BUILDING 
PERMIT  IS  ISSUED.  ....  u 

In  dw.llingi  all  inluloling  mol.rialt  mull  hov.  a  cl.aronc.  ol  not  loll  Ihon  Two  inch" 
(rom  oil  ol.ctrkal  wir.i  or  .quipm.nl. 
CHECK  APPROPRIATE  BOX 

□  OWNER  □  ARCHITECT  □  ENGINEER 

□  LESSEE  □  AGENT  WITH  POWER  OF  ATTORNEY 
•^CONTRACTOR      D  ATTORNEY  IN  FACT 

APPLICANT'S  CERTIFICATION 
I  r'EKEBY  CERTIFY  AND  AGREE  THAT  IF  A  PERMIT  IS  ISSUED  FOR  THE  CONSTRUCTION 
OESCRiniD  IN  THIS  APPLICATION.  All  THE  PROVISIONS  OF  THE  PERMIT  AND  All 
lAvVS  ..ND  OROIi-iAtfCES  THERETO  Will  BE  COMPLIED  WITH. 


NOTICE  TO  APPLICANT 

HOID  HARMLESS  ClAUSE:  Th.  P.rmillfell)  by  occeplonc.  ol  ihs  permit,  ogr.e(l)  lo 
indemnify  and  hold  horml.tt  Ih.  City  and  Counfy  ol  Son  f -onc.co  Irom  ond  oga.n.l 
any  and  o«  cloimi.  d.mandi  ond  ocnoni  lor  domoget  resulting  from  operations  unde- 
thii  permli.  regordl...  ol  negligence  ol  ih.  City  and  County  ol  Son  Francisco,  and I  to 
onume  the  d.lenie  ol  ih.  City  ond  County  ol  Son  Froncuco  ogo.nil  oil  >ucn  clo.mi. 
demondf  ond  actions. 


In  conlo.mily  wilh  ihe  provii.onl  ol  Section  3800  ol  Ihe  labor  Code  ol  the  Stole r  ol 
Calilornia.  Ihe  applicant  iholl  ho».  on  file,  or  file  with  the  Cental  Permit  Bureau,  eilhef 
Cerlilicale  (I)  or  (U)  or  (III)  d.iignol.d  below  or  iholl  indicate  item  (  V)  or  (y)  o.  (VI) 

.     .  J.V_    -    i?  '.1:1.1.1.   il  !i.m  IVII  i%  rh.rlied  then  il.m   V)  mull  b» 


a.low.  whichever  ii  appiicable'll  ho~ev.r.  item  (VI)  ii  eh.cl.ed  then  il.m  (V|  muii  b. 
eh.cked  oi  well.  Mark  the  appropriate  method  ol  compliance  bilo-; 


(  ) 


(VP' 
) 


( 

(  ) 
(  ) 


(  ) 


f/0 

— 


Certificol.  ol  Content  lo  Self-lmur.  iisued  by  Ihe  Dir.ctor  ol 
fnduilfiol  R.lolions. 

Corlificate  ol  Workman'l  Comp.molioo  Iniuronc.  iilued  by  on 
odmiticd  insurer. 

An  eiocl  copy  or  duplkole  ol  (I)  c.rlili.d  by  Ih.  Cir.ctor  o.  (II) 
certided  by  Ih.  insurer. 

Ih.  coil  ol  Ih.  work  to  b.  perlormed  ii  SI00  oi  leu 
I  cerlily  Ihol  in  the  perlormonc.  ol  ih.  work  lor  which  this  Permit  it 
illued.  I  iholl  not  employ  ony  perion  in  ony  manner  to  Ol  lo  become 
mbiect  lo  the  worlmon'l  compeniolion  lowt  ol  Colilornio  I 
luriher  acknowledge  lhal  I  underilond.  in  Ih.  event  thot  I  ihould 
become  fbj.cl  lo  ih.  workman'l  compeniolion  prov.iioni  ol  ih. 
lobor  Cod.  ol  Colilornio  ond  loil  lo  comply  lonhwilh  with  lit. 
proviiior.v  ol  Soclion  3800  ol  Ih.  lobor  Cod..  Ihol  lh«  P.rmil  h.iein 
applied  for  thall  b.  dv.m.d  r.voked. 

I  certify  ni  Ih.  own.r  (or  Ih.  ogenl  ol  ih.  owner)  ihol  in  th.  perfor- 
mance o'  Ihe  work  for  which  Ihii  Permit  is  inued.  I  will  employ  a 
contractor  who  compli.l  wilh  Ih.  workman'l  compeniolion  lowi  ol 
California  ond  who  dai  on  file,  or  prior  10  th.  commencement  ol  ony 
work  will  lile,  wilh  Ihe  Control  Permifl  Bureau  .videnc.  Ihol 
prkmon'l  comp.motion  iniuronc. 
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C.>y  and  County  if  S„  Francijco 
Dop-rtmon^of  Public  World 


B  335  'jR 


^S2?N  CERTIFICATE , 


'ns»allafion  under  Fermir'Ho  C 


D3 


-Is  hereby 


•   ^V^-v',,. 


City  and  County  of  S«ri,  Francisco  ^ 
Dopartment  of  PutyjO^)"  3  d  >.)  3  7 

0  't  '  ' 


INFECTION  CERTIFICATE 


r 


Gas  Piping  or  Fumaeo 
Installation  under  Permit  Ho.  C. 


.is  hereby 


certified  to  have  b<»n  inspected  and  approved. 

1 


Data. 


Pldmblng  Inspector 


z 


to 
< 


City,  and  Coijn'ty  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 


B 


INSPECTION  CERTIFICATE 


Gas  Piping  or  Furnace 
Installation  under  Permit  No.  C_ 


.Is  hereby 


certified  to  have  beon  inspected  and  Mfxovcd. 


Date 


73 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


riCH  OP  THE  SECRETARY 

3PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant 's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Grinsell,  Raymond  A  &  Gale  L 

c/o  Founders  Title  Realty 
' 585  -  8th  Avenue 
San  Fracisco,  CA  94118 


Dace:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|  X  |     Director's  Order 

|      |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic=: 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 


□ 


Waived  Hearing 
Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  129  Britton  Street 
BLOCK      6300  LOT  035 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


6497 


S-NC-DEQ  DCO 


Robert  Noelke 


lar  Appellant: 

'is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
August  6,  1993      t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 
I  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ~ 

i,  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Apartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
l=uments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
fip.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

h  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
i  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


P  215  (Rev.  9/87)  Q  <-f) 

(15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Streejt.  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 

I 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
jement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
390  Market  St,  Suite  250 
ian  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Tel.  Wo.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


AUG   6  1993 

•SSLSgtomtHt  or 


Raymond  Grinsell 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 
June  30  ,   1993  . 

129  Britton  St.,  San  Francisco 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at   


San  Francisco, 
rooming  units. 


They  contain 


dwelling  units  and 


(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 
Property  has  illegal  usage  with  rear  building  as  a  separate 
living  space. 

I  am  requesting  an  extension  of  180  days  to  complete  foreclosure 
and  to  take  out  permits  to  bring  building  into  compliance. 

Once  I  own  it  again,   it  is  no  problem.     I  will  take  care  of  it 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action  immed- 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.)  ,  „         .  iat»lv 

The  property  was  sold  to  an  Eric  Sung  at  1815  Pablo  Vista  Ave-fnie ,  * 
San  Pablo,  Calif.   94806  on  8/31/' 93.     I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of 
the  contract  of  sale.     I  no  longer  have  equitable  ownership. 
I  cannot  do  any  work  without  the  approval  of  Mr.  Sung. 

Since  Mr  Sung  is  behind  in  his  payments  to  me,   I  can  and  will 
begin  foreclosure  to  regain  equitable  ownership  and  begin  the  work. 
(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above        owner  of  record,   but  not  current 

-'J.   .  ,  ,    ,.        ,      .       equitable  owner 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  Is: 

Raymond  Grinsell  Founders  Realty  585-8th  Avenune  San  Francisco  941 


Tel.  No. 


415  668-5858 


Date 


Please  note;     The  building  is  in  much  better  condition  and  much 
less  of  a  hazard  that  it  was  before  ny  involvement.     Mr  Sung  has 
improved  the  building  but  has  not  dealt  with  the  2nd  building 

T~  Sianat^Ke  .LPZLateTBime  Below)  illegal 


g  Is  I  ?J> 


unit  issue. 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  BoaVd  ( AAB )  7"~£oom  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      941.02,   Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Jity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


Office  of  the  Director 


ADDRESS:    129  BRITTON  STREET 


BLOCK:   6300  LOT:  035 

SEQ:       01  CASE:  DCO 

OWNER'S  NAME: 

6RINSELL,   RAYMOND  A.   &  GALE  L.  GRINSELL,   RAYMOND  A.  & 

c/0  FOUNDERS  TITLE  REALTY  GALE  L. 

585  -  8th  AVENUE 

SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94118 

QgDgR_Og_ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203 . R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  162,186 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
JUNE  30,   1993   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  161,325. 

THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  PLAN  CHECKING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

2.  60  DAYS,   THEREAFTER,  FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE   IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE  FILED 
WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS/0  F,  /JUL  Y  27  ,  1993. 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 
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n*A«E         Raymond  Alfred  Grinsell  ' 

address      c/°  Founders  Realty 
ant        585  8th  Avenue 
\jtate        San  Francisco,  CA    94118  J 
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SPACE  ABOVE  THIS  LINE  FOR  RECORDER'S  USE 


LONG  FORM  SECURITY  (INSTALLMENT)  LAND  CONTRACT  WITH  POWER  OF  SALE  AND 

ASSIGNMENTS  OF  RENTS  J 


THIS  FORM  FURNISHED  BY  FOUNOERS  TITLE  COMPANY 


THIS  AGREEMENT,  made  and  entered  into  (his        31st  dayof         August  .19  92     ,  by  and 

between     RAYMOND  ALFRED  GRINSELL  AND  GALE  LEA  GRINSELL,  HUSBAND  AND  WIFE,  (Vendor's name), 

whose  address  is  AS  Community  Property 

(hereinafter  sometimes  referred  to  as  "Vendor"),  and   LI-YUN  YUEH,  an  unmarried  woman  and  CHENG  WEI  SUNG, 
an  unmarried  man  (Vendee's  name),  whose  address  is 

(hereinafter  sometimes  referred  to  as  "Vendee");  and 
(hereinafter  sometimes  referred  to  as  "Trustee.") 
WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS.  Vendor  is  now  the  owner  of  certain  real  property  situated  in  the  County  of   San  Francisco 
State  of  California,  commonly  known  as    129  Britton  Street,  San  Francisco,  California 

(property  street  address),  and  described  as  follows: 
LOT  NO.  14,  in  Block  NO.  22,  according  to  Map  entitled  "Official  Map  of  the 
Sunnyvale  Homestead  Association",  filed  int  he  Office  of  the  County  Recorder  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  State  of  California,  April  22,  1873  and 
recorded  in  Book  1  of  Maps,  Pages  163  and  164. 

Lot  35/Block  6300 


WHEREAS,  Vendor  has  agreed  to  sell,  and  Vendee  has  agreed  to  buy  said  real  property  on  the  terms  and  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth: 
WHEREAS,  Vendor  shall  retain  legal  title  as  a  security  interest  in  said  real  property  until  the  payment  of  the  balance  of  the  purchase  price  has 
been  paid  by  Vendee  to  Vendor  as  set  forth  below. 

NOW.  THEREFORE.  THE  PARTIES  HERETO  DO  HEREBY  AGREE  AS  FOLLOWS: 
PURCHASE  PRICE 

1.  Vendor  agrees  to  sell,  and  Vendee  agrees  to  buy  all  of  the  aforedescribed  real  property  for  the  sum  of 

(Total  purchase  price)  ($  130,000.00  ), 

lawful  money  of  the  United  States,  as  hereinafter  more  fully  set  forth. 
PAYMENT  OF  PURCHASE  PRICE: 

2.  Vendee  shall  pay  the  purchase  price  of  $  130,000.00  as  follows: 

(a)  Vendee  shall  pay  to  Vendor  the  sum  of  S  (Down  Payment)  as  and  for  a  down  payment. 

(b)  The  balance  of  purchase  price  of  S  112.000.00  (herein  called  "Principal")  shall  be  paid  by  Vendee  to  Vendor  and  shall 
bear  interest  at  the  rate  of__L9JL—  percent  per  annum  on  any  balance  unpaid.  Said  prMKXakJuaxaxit  interest  thereon  shall  be 

paid  in  installments  of  t    933. 33    on  the    day  of  each  and  every  month  commencing  October  ,  1992  

and  continuing  thereafter  until:  September      ,  1993,  at  which  time  the  entire  unpaid  principal 

balance  and  any  unpaid  interst  shall  become  due  and  payable. 

A  Late  charge  in  the  sum  of  $93.33  shall  be  assessed  in  the  event  the  monthly 
installment  is  delinquent  more  than  ten  (10)  days  from  the  due  date. 

Buyer  is  aware  that  contract  of  sale  is  manner  of  financing  and  that  seller  will 
•     retain  title  until  seller  is  paid  off.    Buyer  will  pay  seller,  seller. will  pay 
the  underlying  first  loan  with  California  Savings. 

Seller  may  institute  foreclosure  of  contract  of  sale  if  buyer  has  not  begin 
work  on  property  within  60  days  of  cancellation  of  existing  fire  insurance 
policy.    If  after  six  months,  property  is  still  vacant,  seller  may  institute 
foreclosure.  . 


Each  payment  first  to  be  credited  to  interest  then  due  with  balance  to  principal.  This  Agreement  will  require  one   (1)    years  %k± 
xnontbe  to  complete  payment  in  accordance  with  its  terms.  Vendor  shall  make  payment  of  any  installments  on  existing  prior 
Notes  and  Deeds  of  Trust  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)  below. 

Tqlal  Monthly  Payment  is  to  include  the  following: 

Principal  and  interest  as  above   $   709. 00  

-plus-  Qyj 


Tax  and  Fire  Insurance  Impounds  ,   J 

Total  Payment  A  709.00   per  month 

f  n i 


effective  date  of  such  new  legislation  be  deemed  amended  in  conformity  with  such  new  legislation.  Such  provisions  include  but  are  not  limited 
to,  Div.  Ill,  Part  four,  Title  XIV,  Chapter  2  of  the  Civil  Code  of  the  Stale  of  California. 
DEFENSE  OF  ACTIONS 

10.  Vendee  shall  appear  and  defend  Vendor  or  trustee  in  any  action  or  proceeding  brought  against  Vendor  or  trustee  by  a  third  person 
arising  by  reason  of  the  relationship  between  the  parlies  herein  created  by  this  contract  or  purporting  to  affect  the  security  or  rights  of  the 
Vendor  or  trustee  and  to  pay  all  costs  and  expenses,  including  reasonable  attorney's  fees  in  any  such  action  or  proceeding  in  which  Vendor  or 
trustee  may  appear.  If  Vendee  shall  fail  to  appear  and  defend  Vendor  or  trustee,  any  expense,  including  reasonable  attorney's  fees,  incurred 
by  Vendor  or  trustee  in  their  own  defense  or  in  the  defense  of  each  other,  shall  be  added  to  the  balance  due  under  this  agreement  and  shall 
bear  interest  at  the  rate  provided  for  in  paragraph  2(d)  above  or  at  the  maximum  interest  rate  allowed  by  law,  whichever  is  greater,  until  ihe 
same  has  been  paid  in  full. 

DELIVERY  OF  GRANT  DEED  UPON  VENDEE'S  PERFORMANCE 

11.  Trustee  or  Vendor  shall  deliver  to  Vendee  a  grant  deed  of  the  above  real  property  as  hereinabove  provided  for,  at  such  time  as  Vendee 
has  paid  to  Vendor,  as  hereinabove  provided,  the  entire  balance  due  directly  to  Vendor  under  the  provisions  of  Paragraph  2(d)  above. 
TAXES 

12.  Vendee  hereby  assumes  and  agrees  to  pay  before  delinquency  any  and  all  taxes  and  assessments  hereafter  falling  due  on  said  real  prop- 
erty. If  Vendee  shall  fail  to  pay  any  of  said  taxes  or  assessments  on  or  before  the  due  date  thereof.  Vendor  may  at  his  option,  declare  a  default 
under  this  agreement  or  may  pay  said  taxes  and  assessments  and  add  any  amounts  so  paid  to  the  balance  due  Vendor  under  the  terms  of  this 
agreement.  Any  sums  so  paid  by  Vendor  and  added  to  the  balance  due  under  this  agreement,  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  provided  for  herein 
or  the  maximum  interest  rate  provided  by  law,  whichever  is  greater,  until  the  same  has  been  paid  in  full. 

INSURANCE 

13.  Vendee  further  agrees  that  from  and  after  Vendee  assumes  possession  of  said  property,  and  until  such  time  as  all  balances  due  to  Vendor 
have  been  paid,  Vendee  shall  keep  the  buildings  and  other  improvements  now  and  hereafter  placed  on  said  real  property  insured  to  the  actual 
fair  market  value  thereof  against  any  loss  or  damage  by  fire  with  an  insurance  company  acceptable  to  Vendor  and  for  the  Vendor's  benefit  as 
his  interest  may  appear;  and  shall  provide  public  liability  insurance  on  said  property  tn/easonable  amounts.  Vendee  agrees  to  pay  all  of  the 
premiums  therefor  and  to  deliver  copies  of  all  policies  and  renewals  thereof  to  Vendor.  In  the  event  the  Vendee  fails  to  provide  such  insurance 
or  upon  cancellation  of  such  insurance,  Vendor  may  obtain  the  insurance  required  by  this  paragraph  and  add  to  the  balance  due  under  this 
agreement  the  amount  of  any  premium  thereof.  Such  added  sum  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  provided  in  paragraph  12  above. 
MAINTENANCE 

14.  Vendee  further  agrees,  until  the  purchase  price  hereof  has  been  paid,  that  he  will  maintain  all  buildings  and  improvements  now  or  here- 
after placed  on  said  real  property  in  a  good  and  habitable  stale  of  repair  to  maintain  the  value  thereof  and  to  pay  when  due  all  claims  for  labor 
performed  and  materials  furnished  therefor. 

RISK  OF  LOSS 

15.  After  Vendee  takes  possession  of  said  real  property  under  the  provisions  of  this  contract,  Vendee  assumes  all  hazards  of  damage  to  or 
destruction  of  any  improvements  now  on  said  real  property  or  hereinafter  placed  thereon  and  of  the  taking  of  said  real  property,  or  any  pari 
thereof,  for  public  use;  and  agrees  that  no  such  damage,  destruction  or  taking  shall  constitute  a  failure  of  consideration  under  this  contract. 
In  case  any  part  of  said  real  property  is  taken  for  public  use,  the  portion  of  the  condemnation  award  remaining  after  payment  of  reasonable 
expenses  of  procuring  the  same,  shall  be  paid  to  Vendor  and  applied  as  payment  on  the  purchase  price  hereunder  or  by  payment  to  the 
beneficiary  of  a  prior  encumbrance  as  required  by  the  terms  of  said  encumbrance,  unless  said  beneficiary  and  Vendor  elect  to  allow  the 
Vendee  to  apply  all  or  a  portion  of  such  condemnation  award  to  the  rebuilding  or  restoration  of  any  improvements  damaged  by  such  taking. 
In  case  of  damage  or  destruction  from  a  peril  insured  against,  the  proceeds  of  such  insurance  remaining  after  payment  of  the  reasonable 
expenses  of  procuring  the  same,  shall  be  devoted  to  the  restoration  or  rebuilding  of  such  improvements  within  a  reasonable  lime  unless  the 
Vendee  elects  that  said  proceeds  shall  be  paid  to  Vendor  or  prior  encumbrancer. 

TIME 

16.  Time  is  of  the  essence  of  this  agreement. 
ATTORNEY'S  FEES 

17.  If  any  party  to  this  agreement  or  any  assignee  of  any  party  hereunder  shall  bring  an  action  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  to 
enforce  any  covenant  of  this  agreement,  including  any  action  to  collect  any  payment  required  hereunder,  or  to  quiet  his  title  against  the  other 
parly  lo  this  agreement,  it  is  hereby  mutually  agreed  (hat  the  prevailing  party  shall  be  entitled  to  reasonable  attorney's  fees  and  all  costs  and 
expenses  in  connection  with  said  action,  which  sums  shall  be  included  in  any  judgment  or  degree  entered  in  such  action  in  favor  of  the 
prevailing  party. 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  CONTRACT 

18.  Vendee  shall  not  transfer,  sell  or  assign  his  interest  in  the  real  property  unless  such  transfer,  sale  or  assignment  may  be  consummated 
without  acceleration  of  any  senior  encumbrance  on  the  property.  In  the  eveni  of  an  acceleration  of  any  senior  encumbrance  (by  reason  of  a 
transfer,  sale  or  assignment  by  the  Vendee)  the  total  amount  of  unpaid  principal  and  interest  due  under  this  contract  shall  be  immediately  due 
and  payable  to  Vendor  in  order  to  protect  the  Vendor  against  the  loss  of  his  security  interest  herein. 

BINDING  EFFECT 

19.  This  agreement  binds  the  parties  hereto,  their  heirs,  legatees,  devisees,  administrators,  executors,  successors  and  assigns. 
CONSTRUCTION 

20.  All  words  used  in  this  agreement,  including  the  words  "Vendor"  and  "Vendee"  shall  be  construed  to  include  the  plural  as  well  as  the 
singular  number  and  words  used  herein  in  the  present  tense  shall  include  the  future  as  well  as  the  present,  and  words  used  in  the  masculine 
gendpnshall  include  the  feminine  and  neuter  gent] 

IfNESS  WHEREOf*,  I  henparties J)ju^i?re>ifuo  executed  this  Agreement  as  of  the  date  first  above  written. 


cteng  wei  sung 


Vendee(s) 


NOTE:  THE  PARTIES  HERETO  ARE  CAUTIONED  THAT,  BY  COMPLETING  AND  EXECUTING  THIS 
AGREEMENT,  LEGAL  RIGHTS  AND  DUTIES  ARE  CREATED.  THEY  ARE  ADVISED  TO  SEE 
INDEPENDENT  LEGAL  COUNSEL  AS  TO  ALL  MATTERS  CONTAINED  IN  THIS  DOCUMENT. 


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY  OF  

On   :  


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA   

COUNTY  OF        San  Francisco 


.before  me,  the  undersigned.        On      August  31 ,  1992 


a  Notary   Public  in  and   for  said   State,   personally  appeared. 


Notary   Public  in   and   for  said 
TA-Yun  Yuen  and  Ctong  Wei  Sung 


 before  me,  the  undersigned, 

Slate,  personally  appeared. 


personally  known  to  me  (or  proved  lo  ok  on  the  basis  of  satisfactory         personal  rylcnowTi  w  me  (ui  proved  to  me  on  ihe  basis  of  satisfactory 


evidence)  to  be  the  person . 


.  whose  name 


the  within  instrument  and  acknowledged  that 
same.  Witness  my  hand  and  official  seal. 


Signature 


Name  (Typed  or  Printed) 


.  subscribed  to 
.executed  the 


evidence)  to  be  ihe  person  _S__  whose  name  s  arp 
Ihe  within  instrument  and  acknowledged  lhal 
same1. ' 


they. 


.subscribed  to 
.executed  the 


ill) 


Name  (Typed  or  Printed) 
In  and  for  said  County  and  Stale 


notice  of. sale  or  the  publication  or  a  copy  thereof  shall  constitute  prima. facie  evidence  of  compliance  with  such  requirements  and 
conclusive  evidence  thereof  in  favor  of  bona  fide  purchasers  and  encumbrancers  for  value  and  without  notice. 

(c)  Any  person  desiring  a  copy  of  any  notice  of  default  and  of  any  notice  of  sale  under  this  Contract  as  to  which  Contract  the  power  of 
sale  cannot  be  exercised  until  such  notices  are  given  for  the  lime  and  in  the  manner  provided  in  Section  2924  may,  at  any  time  subsequent 
to  recordation  of  this  Contract  and  prior  to  recordation  of  notice  of  default  thereunder,  cause  to  be  filed  for  record  in  the  office  of  the 
recorder  of  any  county  in  which  any  part  or  parcel  of  the  real  property  is  situated  a  duly  acknowledged  request  for  a  copy  of  such  notice 
of  default  and  of  sale.  This  request  shall  be  signed  and  acknowledged  by  the  person  making  the  request,  specifying  the  name  and  address 
of  the  person  to  whom  the  notice  is  to  be  mailed,  shall  identify  the  Contract  by  slating  ihe  names  of  the  parlies  thereto,  the  dale  of 
recordation  thereof  and  Ihe  book  and  page  where  the  same  is  recorded  or  Ihe  recorder's  number  and  shall  be  in  substantially  the  form  set 
forth  in  Civil  Code  Section  2924b. 

The  Vendor,  trustee  or  other  person  authorized  to  record  the  notice  of  default,  shall  within  10  days  following  recordation  of  such 
notice  of  default. deposit  or  cause  to  be  deposited  in  the  United  States  mail  an  envelope,  registered  and  with  postage  prepaid,  containing  a 
copy  of  such  notice  wilh  the  recording  date  shown  thereon,  addressed  to  each  person  whose  name  and  address  are  set  forth  in  a  duly 
recorded  request  therefor,  directed  to  the  address  designated  in  said  request,  and  at  least  20  days  before  date  of  sale  the  Vendor,  trustee 
or  other  person  authorized  to  make  the  sale  shall  deposit  or  cause  lo  be  deposited  in  ihe  United  Stales  mail  an  envelope  registered  and 
with  postage  prepaid,  containing  a  copy  of  the  notice  of  the  lime  and  place  of  Ihe  sale,  addressed  to  each  person  whose  name  and  address 
are  set  forth  in  a  request  therefor  recorded,  within  ihe  lime  herein  provided. 

A  copy  of  notice  of  default  of  sale  shall  be  mailed  to  each  person  having  recorded  a  deed  of  trust  or  mortgage  with  power  of  sale  in 
same  manner  required  as  though  a  separate  request  had  been  Tiled. 

(d)  Whenever  all  or  a  portion  of  the  principal  sum  of  any  obligation  secured  by  this  contract  has,  prior  to  the  maturity  date  fixed  in  such 
obligation,  become  due  or  been  delared  due  by  reason  of  default  in  payment  of  interest  or  of  any  installment  of  principal,  or  by  reason  of 
failure  of  Vendee  to  pay,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  such  obligation  or  of  such  Contract,  taxes,  assessments,  premiums  for 
insurance  or  advances  made  by  Vendor  in  accordance  with  Ihe  terms  of  such  obligation  or  of  such  Contract,  the  Vendee  or  his  successor 
in  interest  in  the  property  or  any  part  thereof,  or  any  beneficiary  under  a  subordinate  deed  of  trust  or  any  other  person  having  a 
subordinate  lien  or  encumbrance  of  record  I  hereon,  at  any  time  within  three  mouths  of  Ihe  recording  of  Ihe  notice  of  default  under  this 
Contract  if  Ihe  power  of  sale  herein,  is  to  be  exercised,  or,  otherwise  ai  any  lime  prior  to  entry  of  the  decree  of  foreclosure,  may  pay  to 
Ihe  Vendor  or  successors  in  interest,  respectively,  Ihe  entire  amount  then  due  under  the  terms  of  such  Contract  and  the  obligation 
secured  hereby  (including  costs  and  expenses  actually  incurred  in  enforcing  the  terms  of  such  Contract  and  trustee's  or  attorney's  fees 
actually  incurred  not  exceeding  one  hundred  fifty  dollars  (SI  50)  or  one  half  of  one  percent  of  the  unpaid  principal  sum  secured  whichever 
is  greater,  other  than  such  portion  of  principal  as  would  not  ihcn  be  due  had  no  default  occurred,  and  thereby  cure  the  default 
theretofore  exisling,  and  thereupon,  all  proceedings  theretofore  had  or  instituted  shall  be  dismissed  or  discontinued  and  the  obligation 
and  Contract  shall  be  reinstated  and  shall  be  and  remain  in  force  and  effect,  Ihe  same  as  if  no  such  acceleration  had  occurred.  The  notice 
of  any  default  described  in  this  paragraph,  recorded  pursuant  to  Section  2924,  and  mailed  to  any  person  pursuant  to  Section  2924b,  shall 
contain  the  following  statement,  printed  or  typed  thereon: 


NOTICE 

You  may  have  the  right  to  cure  the  defauli  described  herein  and  reinstate  your  Security  Land  Contraci.  Section  2924c  of 
the  Civil  Code  permits  certain  defaults  to  be  cured  upon  ihe  paymcm  of  Ihe  amounts  required  by  thai  section  without 
requiring  payment  by  you  of  that  portion  of  principal  and  interest  which  would  not  be  due  had  no  default  occurred.  Where 
reinstatement  is  possible,  if  your  default  is  not  cured  within  three  months  following  the  recording  of  this  notice,  your  right 
of  reinstatement  will  terminate  and  your  property  may  be  sold. 

To  determine  if  reinstatement  is  possible  and  the  amount,  if  any,  necessary  to  cure  your  default,  contact  the  Vendor  or 
Trustee.  The  name  and  address  of  the  Vendor  and  Trustee  respectively  as  of  the  dale  of  Ihis  notice  is 

(Name)   al  (Address),  and 

(Name)  at  (Address), 
(e)  Before  any  sale  of  property  can  be  made  under  the  power  of  sale  contained  in  this  Contract  notice  of  the  sale  thereof  must  be  given 
by  posting  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  sale,  and  describing  Ihe  properly  lo  be  sold,  al  least  20  days  before  the  date  of  sale  in 
one  public  place  in  the  city  where  the  properly  is  to  be  sold,  if  the  properly  is  lo  be  sold  in  a  cily,  or,  if  not,  then  in  one  public  place  in  ihe 
judicial  district  in  which  the  property  is  lo  be  sold,  and  publishing  a  copy  thereof  once  a  week  for  the  same  period,  in  some  newspaper  of 
general  circulation  published  in  ihe  city  in  which  ihe  properly  or  some  pari  thereof  is  situated,  if  any  pan  (hereof  is  situated  in  a  cily,  if 
not,  i  hen  in  sonic  newspaper  of  general  circulation  published  in  the  judicial  district  in  which  ilic  property  or  some  part  thereof  is  situated, 
or  in  case  no  newspaper  of  general  circulation  is  published  in  (he  cily  oi  judicial  district,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  some  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  published  in  the  county  in  which  ihe  properly  or  some  pan  thereof  is  situated.  A  copy  of  such  notice  of  sale  shall  also  be 
posted  in  some  conspicuous  place  on  ihe  property  lo  be  sold  at  least  20  days  before  date  of  sale.  In  addition  to  any  other  description  of 
Ihe  properly,  the  notice  shall  describe  the  properly  by  giving  its  street  address,  if  any,  or  other  common  designation,  if  any;  but,  if  a  legal 
description  of  the  property  is  given,  the  validity  of  the  notice  shall  not  be  affected  by  ihe  fact  that  the  street  address  or  other  common 
designation  recited  is  erroneous  or  that  Ihe  street  address  or  other  common  designation  is  omitted.  The  term  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  as  used  herein  is  as  defined  in  Article  I  (commencing  with  Section  6000)  of  Chapter  I,  Division  7,  Title  I  of  the  Government 
Code. 

(0  All  sales  of  property  under  the  power  of  sale  contained  in  this  Contract  shall  be  held  in  the  county  where  such  property  or  some  part 
thereof  is  situated,  and  shall  be  made  at  auction,  lo  the  highest  bidder,  between  the  hours  of  9  in  (he  morning  and  5  in  the  afternoon. 
When  the  property  consists  of  several  known  lots  or  parcels  they  shall  be  sold  separately  upon  request  of  Vendee  or  any  lien  creditors 
with  liens  junior  to  Vendor;  or  when  a  portion  of  such  property  is  claimed  by  a  third  person,  and  he  requires  it  to  be  sold  separately,  such 
portion  may  thus  be  sold.  The  Vendee  if  present  at  ihe  sale,  may  also  direct  Ihe  order  in  which  properly  shall  be  sold,  when  such  property 
consists  of  such  several  known  lots  or  parcels  which  may  be  sold  to  advantage  separately,  and  ihe  trustee  shall  follow  such  direction. 
After  sufficient  property  has  been  sold  to  satisfy  the  indebtedness  no  more  can  be  sold. 

If  the  property  under  power  of  sale  is  in  two  or  more  counties  the  public  auction  sale  of  all  the  property  under  the  power  of  sale  may 
take  place  in  any  one  of  lite  counties  where  the  property  or  a  portion  thereof  is  located. 

There  may  be  a  postponement  of  the  sale  proceedings  at  any  lime  prior  lo  the  completion  of  Ihe  sale  thereof  at  ihe  discretion  of  the 
trustee,  or  if  ihe  Vendor  instructs  (he  trustee  lo  postpone  ihe  sale  proceedings.  The  notice  of  each  postponement  shall  be  given  by  public 
declaration  by  (he  trustee  at  the  time  and  place  last  appointed  for  sale.  Such  public  declaration  of  the  postponement  shall  also  set  forth 
the  new  dale,  time,  and  place  of  sale,  which  place  of  sale  shall  be  the  same  place  as  originally  fixed  by  the  trustee  for  the  sale.  No  other 
notice  of  postponement  need  be  given. 

(g)  (i)  Each  and  every  bid  made  by  a  bidder  at  a  trustee's  sale  under  a  power  of  sale  contained  in  this  Contract  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
an  irrevocable  offer  by  that  bidder  to  purchase  the  properly  being  sold  by  the  trustee  under  such  power  of  sale  for  the  amount  of  the 
bid.  Any  second  or  subsequent  bid  by  the  same  bidder  or  any  other  bidder  for  a  higher  amount  shall  be  cancellation  of  the  prior  bid. 

(ii)  At  the  trustee's  sale  the  trustee  shall  have  the  right  (I)  to  require  every  bidder  to  show  evidence  of  his  ability  to  deposit  with  the 
trustee  the  full  amount  of  his  final  bid  in  cash,  or  the  equivalent  of  case  in  a  form  satisfactory  to  ihe  trustee  prior  to  and  as  a 
condition  to  the  recognizing  of  such  bid,  and  to  conditionally  accept  and  hold  these  amounts  for  the  duration  of  the  sale,  and  (2)  to 
require  ihe  last  and  highest  bidder  to  deposit,  if  not  deposited  previously,  the  full  amount  of  his  final  bid  in  cash,  or  the  equivalent 
of  cash  in  a  form  satisfactory  to  Ihe  trustee,  immediately  prior  to  Ihe  completion  of  the  sale,  the  completion  of  (he  sale  being  so 
announced  by  the  fall  of  the  hammer  or  in  the  other  customary  manner.  As  the  property  will  be  offered  subject  to  existing  prior 
mortgages  and  deeds  of  trust,  the  principal  balance  due  the  Vendor  used  to  determine  the  Vendor's  bid  at  the  foreclosure  sale,  shall 
be  reduced  by  the  principal  balance  of  such  prior  liens.  The  Vendor  herein  shall  have  the  right  to  offset  his  bid(s)  only  to  the  extent 
of  the  amount  due  him  including  the  trustee's  fees  and  expenses  less  such  prior  mortgages  and  deeds  of  trust. 

(iii)  If  the  trustee  has  not  required  the  last  and  highest  bidder  to  deposit  the  cash  or  equivalent  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  subpara- 
graph (ii)  of  subparagraph  (g)  above,  the  trustee  shall  complete  the  sale.  If  the  last  and  highest  bidder  then  fails  to  deliver  to  ihe 
trustee,  when  demanded,  the  amount  of  his  final  bid  in  cash,  or  Ihe  equivalent  of  cash  in  a  form  satisfactory  to  ihe  trustee,  such 
bidder  will  be  liable  to  the  trustee  for  all  damages  which  Ihe  trustee  may  sustain  by  Ihe  refusal  lo  deliver  lo  the  trustee  Ihe  amount  of 
Ihe  final  bid,  including  any  court  costs  and  reasonable  attorney's  fees. 

(iv)  Any  postponement  or  discontinuance  of  the  sale  proceedings  shall  be  a  cancellation  of  the  last  bid. 
SUBSTITUTION  OF  TRUSTEES 

8.  Vendor,  or  any  successor  in  ownership  of  any  indebtedness  secured  hereby,  may  from  time  to  time,  by  written  instrumeni,  substitute  a 
successor  or  successors  to  any  trustee  named  herein  or  acting  hereunder,  which  instrument,  executed  by  the  Vendor  and  duly  acknowledged 
and  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  recorder  of  the  county  or  counties  where  said  property  is  situated,  shall  be  conclusive  proof  of  proper 
substituiion  of  such  successor  trustee  or  trustees,  who  shall,  without  conveyance  from  the  predecessor  trustee,  succeed  to  all  its  tide,  estate, 
rights,  powers,  and  duties.  Said  instrument  must  contain  Ihe  name  of  the  original  Vendee,  trustee  and  Vendor,  hereunder,  the  book  and  page 
where  this  security  land  contract  is  recorded  and  the  name  and  address pf,tlve  new  trustee. 

AMENDMENT  OF  POWER  OF  SALE  (  /?) 

9.  In  the  event  any  changes,  amendments  or  modifications  are  enacted  to  the  Civil  Code  or  other  codes  of  Ihe  Slate  of  California  affecting 
foreclosures  under  power  of  sale,  trustee  powers  or  other  mailers  contained  in  ibis  Contract,  the  provisions  hereinabove  shall  be  upon  the 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


(ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Ijperty  conservation 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


>ellant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

Jue  Jun  W  &  Lillie  T.  

P.  0.  Box  1046 

El  Cerrito.  CA  94530  


Dace:      September  7,  1993 


Nacure  of  Appeal: 

|  X  |     Director's  Order 

|      [      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic  =  : 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

\      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  0337 


310  Turk  Street 


LOT  007 


APPEAL  NO.  6498 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


ir  Appellant: 

s  is  co  serve  nocice  chac  your  appeal,  filed  with  che  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
August  23.  1993 1  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 


Room  282,  Cicy  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  informacion  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  che  Abacemenc  Division  of  the 
arcmenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Screec.     Please  bring  any 
uments  and  informacion  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  contraccs,  permits, 
Failure  Co  be  represented  will  conscicuce  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
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15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Stree^t,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
lement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

390  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
>an  Francisco  CA  94102        0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  Wo.  554-3742  ^rtf 
FILING  FEE:  $  5o  I    *  > 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


Wit 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)     The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

J>/C  Z^/cJt  , 


(2)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  pt,Q 
rooming  units. 


dwelling  units  and 


<3  — 


(3)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.)  y 

<fart  7is%/>  affn^  —  yfcffafy  ry?  Yk<j/^/,^  // 


(4) 


(State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action  „ 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board./)    ,  /     /  /s  <-/^ 


or  reversed  by  this  board./)    .  ^  /     /  // 


^^^^^ 

idditional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 


(5) 
(6) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.)  / 

The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  / 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   tfZ4.yiJ,f\/  . 

The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Date 


Signature 


Z 


-  U/3  \ 


nt  Name  Below4. 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


I 

.id  County  of  San  f. rancisco 


\0\ 


HOUSING   INSPECTION  DIVISION 

DATE '  07/30/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS-- 
3  10    TURK  ST 
BLOCK:    0337      LOT:  007 
SE2=    01    CASE:    D AO 


JUE   JUN  W  £   LIILIE  T 
P   O   BOX  1046 
EL  CERRITO  CA 


94530 


De 

Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
JUE   JUN  W   £   LILLIE  T 


INSPECTOR 
DISTRICT : 


CT 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203.R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  162675 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  07/2  1/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING   ORDER  NO.  161896. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1  .     That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2 .  That  the  conditions   are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,    the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to   Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN   (10)  DAYS  of  08/17/93. 


Owner  Very  Truly  Yours, 

File  (2) 

BID   (5)    (1  Signed) 

John  E.  Cribbs 

Approved:    07/21/93  Director  of  Public  Works 


P20-D20-003 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


•JE  OF  THE  SEC*£TA*T 
I'PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


reliant* s  Name  &  Hailing  Address 

wett  Ervin  G  &  Margaret  S 

"671    El  Camino  del  Mar  St.,  #4 
an  Francisco,  CA  94121   


Dace:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  or  Appeal: 

|  X  |     Director's  Order 

j      1     Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic=: 

|      }     Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS, 
BLOCK  3615 


2551  Mission  St. 


LOT  023 


APPEAL  NO.  6499 
INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


S-NC-DEQ  PP 


I  Appellant: 

s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  wich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
igust  30,1993       ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 


vXoom  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

flEurther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
sjartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Screet.     Please  bring  any 
soments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
&.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

J§  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
M  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
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File  appeal  with 
fcment  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

PO  Market  St  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

in  Francisco,  CA  941Q2        OF  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 

!  Tel.  Wo.  554-8742  / 

FILING  FEE:  Sf/-^— 

i   1    1  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Erwin  G.   Swett   Appeal  Number        1  _ 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 
July  28,  1993  . 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     255l-25>55-2557  Mission  Street, 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  a  theatre     5BaSSuE5^^S£  and  two  snops . 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

The  action  appealed  from  is:     The  Parapet  Bureau's  requirement, 
dated  March  25,  1992  (File  No.  U.2-30) ,   that  the  owner  repair 
the  parapet  and  loose  shale  of  said  building  damaged  by  the 
Loma  Prieta  earthquake  October  17,   1989.     (See  the  enclosed 
letter  from  John  Greene,  Building  Inspector.  ) 

-  continued  on  the  reverse  side,   Page  2  - 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 

I  need  the  appealed  action  nullfied  and  voided  because  I  am 
prohibited  by  the  Board  of  Permit  Appeals   (Appeal  No.  90-281) 
from  demolishing  said  building  or  any  part  of  the  building 
till  the  City  issues  me  a  building  or  site  permit.     (See  the 
enclosed  Notice  of  Decision  and  Order  dated  November  13,  1991. ) 

-  continued  on  the  reverse  side,   Page  2  - 
(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above       owner  . 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #li,  San  Francisco,  CA  9I+121 


Tel.  no.  Ll15/7£2-7605 


Date  August    30.    1993  '(^/CC^^//^  J^U^^ 

Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

%    .   Erwin  G.  Swett  ' 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,   Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Page  2 


??^Uar?  31'.1990'   cit?  inspector  Derrill  Langer  and 
h^T^Ural  ^Slne^  Patrick  Euscovish  inspected  said 
l+llt i?S'  ^  2?ey„^  taS*ed.  ^  secured  because  they 
determinec.  the  damaged  sections  of  the  buildine 

and  ^n^f  the  Parape!'  were  not  accessible  to  people 

and  posed  no  danger  to  the  neighboring  properties 

which  are  separated  by  wide  barricaded  passageways  on 

the  north  and  south  sides.  s      ys  on 

The  parapet  above  the  roof  is  an  extension  of  the 

Theenn^C«n5retMfalls  WhiGh  are  about  sixty  feet  ^igh. 
The  nortn  and  south  sections  of  the  parapet  are  damaged 
beyond  repair      They  would  have  to  be  completely  ^ 
?U2  i       t  neW  sections  could  be  constructed. 

It*  u  enMl0ffd  reports  D7  the  architect  James  Baldwin 
and  Werner  Martin  the  structural  engineer.) 

*^e?I!?'   °1?reS.£rf>m  the  concr*ete  walls  were  tested. 
The  tests  show  that  the  concrete  is  in  a  state  of 
deterioration  due  to  the  fact  it  is  of  poor  quality 
Removing  tne  loose  shale  would  involve  demolition  which 

SSS.^^:, (See  the  enclosed  appu^M^ 


SoA,1^ll)12g:wI-hMd  f°r  a  d«"*ition  permit 

It  ^i1^'  whlch  is  on  hold.     I  am  coooeratiner  lon# 

bu'ildin,6  thaTw?flDePar^nt  t0  *P  "?:placeLnt0^ 

HowevS8  T  a        11  mSet  the  City's  requirements. 

?sr:s£eduS::e  no  contro1  over  the  pianning 


of  dol^srIow^nt^eH'°.eXPeCt  to  pour  thousands 

01  aoiiars  down  the  dram  on  an  unprofitable  theater- 
building  that  will  soon  be  demolished  due  to  h 

iSf*  i?1.WOU"  cost  ^Hions  of  dollars  to  seismic 
retrofit,  restore,  and  to  conform  to  code. 


TOTAL  SUBSTANTIATING  REPORTS  ENCLOSED  * 
Lang  Engineering  

Winzler  &  Kelly  two  PaSes 
Earthquake  Protection's^stems^ 'inc !**ht  PageS 
Applied  Materials  &  Engineering    tnc «°  PageS 
Henry  L.  Chapot  &  Associates"??:  Pag6S 

Prank  Myers  Construction  Co.  f°UP  P&geS 

Occidental  Express...  one  pa§e 
James  D.  Baldwin,  AIA/Archiiect .' ] ! ]  ] [  [  \ \ \ \ P^e 

W.K.  Martin  Inc..  plus  a  diaSra™ 

Harding  Ass ociates  .* one  paSe 

 one  page 

plus  Boring 

Location  Plan 

\  and  Subsurface 

Profile 


:ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


DATE :  08/06/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
2551    MISSIOK  ST 
BLOCK :    3615      LOT:  023 
SEO:    01    CASE:  ppo 


HOUSING   INSPECTION  DIVISION 


APPEAL  FILING 


SMETT   ERWIN  G   £    MARGARET  S 
267  1    EL   CAMINO   DEL  MAR  ST*4 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
SMETT   ERWIN  G   £   MARGARET  S 


94121 


INSPECTOR: 
DISTRICT: 


CT: 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  PARAPET  ORDER  NO.  162820 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  07/28/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  162132. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   REPRESENTED . 

Based  upon  the  facts   as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 

1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions   are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance under  the   terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within   180  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,    the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order  . 

APPEAL :    Pursuant  to   Section  203. (t)   of  the   San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite   250  ,    1390  Market  Street   ( 5-5-4 -o  7  4  ^  J  ,   and  must  be 
filed  with  the   Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN   (10a  DAYS  of  08/24/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID   (5)    (1  Signed) 


(415)558-6220 


450  MCALLISTER 


P20-D20-004 
ROOM   302    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


0>o 


a  theatwP-trullding  (Cine  Latino) 


red-tagged  building 


BOARD  OF  PERMIT  APPEALS 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


ERWIN  G.  SWETT 


APPEAL  NO.  90-281 


Appel lant 


vs. 


SAN  FRANCISCO  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


CITY  PLANNING  DISAPPROVAL  Respondent 

NOTICE  OF  DECISION  AND  ORDER 


Erwin  G.  Swett 

To:    2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #4,  San  Francisco,  CA  94121,  appellant,  and  the 
San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning:  -  • 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that  the  appeal  of  Erwin  G.  Swett  the  appellant 
above  named,  from  the  order  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  denial 
on  December  10,  1991,  of  permit  to  demolish  a  building  at  2551  -  2557  Mission 
Street  (APPLICATION  NO.  9002283)  came  on  regularly  for  reconsideration  before 
the  Board  of  Permit  Appeals  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  on  November 
13,  1991  pursuant  to  a  settlement  agreement  of  Superior  Court  Action  No.  932- 
398;  the  Board  rescinded  its  decision  of  February  26,  1991  and  the  said  order 
was  vacated  by  the  said  Board  of  Permit  Appeals  and  a  new  decision  was  made 
as  below. 

PURSUANT  TO  Section  3.651  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  and  Part  III,  Article  1,  Section  14  of  the  Municipal  Code  of 
the  said  City  and  County,  and  the  action  above  stated,  the  Board  of  Permit 
Appeals  hereby  orders  that  the  said  permit  be  granted  and  »he  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  Is  hereby  ordered  and  directed  to  grant  said  permit 
with  the  CONDITION  that  the  demolition  permit  be  stayed  and  shall  not  entitle 
appellant  or  his  successors  or  assigns  to  commence  demolition  of  any  portion 
of  the  Improvements  on  the  property  until  the  day  immediately  following  the 
date  on  which  the  City  has  issued  to  appellant  or  his  successors  or  assigns 
a  valid  building  or  site  permit  for  construction  of  a  structure  to  replace 
the  theater. 


Request  for  rehearing: 
None 

Rehearing: 
None 

Notice  released  to  departments: 
November  14,  1991 


Date:    November  13,  1991 

BOARD  OF  PERMIT  APPEALS 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Esther  Y.  Marks,  President 


Robert  H.  Feldman,  Executive  Director 


GRAND  THEATER 


2665  Mission  Street 


The  Grand  Theater  was  vacant  almost  three  years: 

The  community  did  not  support  it.  The  theatrical 
groups  did  not  lease  it.    MEDA  did  not  buy  it. 

Eventually  it  was  converted  into  two  large  stores. 


The  New  Mission  Theater  is  directly  across 
the  street  from  the  Cine  Latino. 


The  community  did  not  support  either 
theater.    Both  are  vacant.    The  Cine  Latino 
is  earthquake  damaged.     But  the  New  Mission 
Theater  is  in  good  condition. 

The  theatrical  groups  have  not  leased  it. 
MEDA  has  not  bought  .it. 


NEW  MISSION  THEATER 
It  is  vacant. 


W.K.  Martin  inc. 

ENGINEERS 
12  GEARY  ST..  SUITE  203 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  S«310B 
1^115)  ^21-1955 


April   o,  1993 


fir.    Lawrence  L.  Litchfield 
Super i n  rend en  t 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
Ban  Francisco,    CA  94102 

Re:  2555  Mission  Street 

Parapet  Investigation 

Dear  Mr.  Litchfield: 

W.K.  Martin  Inc.  inspected  the  parapets  at  the  aoove  referenced 
adoress  on  April    5.  1993. 

The  Puiiaing  is  an  old  movie  theater  that  is  no  longer  in  use. 
E.:  ten  or  exit  passage  ways  on  the  North  and  South  siaes  of  the 
building   are  barricaaea. 

The  parapets  are  constructed  of   steel    reinforced  concrete. 
Parapets  along   the  North   and  South  sides  of   the  building  nave 
aeteriarated   Que  to  water  penetrating   the  porous  concrete. 
Corrosion  of   the  reinforcing  steel   has  spalled   the  concrete  to 
the  point   that   the  concrete   is  not  serviceaPie.      Tnese  parapets 
cannot  be  effetively   repaired  or  reinforced.      They  must  be 
removed   and   replaced   with  new  reinforced  concrete   to  meet  the 
reduirements  of   the  San  Francisco  Building  Code. 

If  there  are  any  Questions,  please  contact  this  office  at  (415) 
421-1955. 


fours  truly, 


815  Atlantic  Avenue 
Alameda,  California  94501 


■MOUINIEEIFWO,  INC. 

Tel:  (415)  521-3813 
FAX:  (415)  521-4963 


October  1,  1990 


Mr.  Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #4 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Project  Number  90092 


RE:     Evaluation  of  Deteriorated  Concrete 
"2555  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco 


Dear  Mr.  Swett,  ■   ■  -  . 

We  have  completed  an  evaluation  of  the  concrete  at  the  subject 
location.  The  following  tasks  were  carried  out  as  part  of  the 
evaluation: 

1.  Concrete  compressive  strength  determination. 

2.  Determination  of  the  soluble  chloride  content. 

3.  Petrographic  examination  of  the  concrete. 

Our  findings  are  presented  below: 


1.  Concrete  Compressive  Strength: 

Four  3"  diameter  concrete  cores,  two  each  from  the  exterior  above 
grade  North  and  South  walls  were  removed  using  a  water  cooled 
diamond  bit.  Three  of  the  cores  were  tested  in  compression  and  one 
core  was  used  for  a  petrographic  examination.  Results  of  the 
compressive  strength  test  are  tabulated,  in.  Table  1.  The  average 
compressive  strength  of  the  concrete  was  determined  to  be  892  p.s.i. 

2.  Determination  of  the  Soluble  Chloride  Content: 

Representative  material  from  the  three  concrete  cores  tested  in 
compression  was  crushed  and  tested  for  the  water  soluble  chloride 
content  in  accordance  with  Federal  Highway  Administration 
Specification  FHWA  RD  77-85,  "Sampling  and  Testing  for  Chloride  Ion 
in  Concrete . " 


The  water  soluble  content  of  the  concrete  was  determined  to  be  0.088 
percent  by  weight  of  concrete. 


Mr.  Erwin  G.  Swett 
2555  Mission  Street 
Page  Two 
October  1,  1990 


3,  Petrographic  Examination: 

Core  sample  number  4  was  submitted  to  Micro-Chem  laboratories  for  a 
petrographic  examination.  A  significant  finding  of  the  petrographic 
examination  was  that  the  concrete  was  weak  due  to  low  cement  and  a 
high  water  to  cement  ratio. 

DISCUSSION: 

The  subject  building  was  reportedly  constructed  in  1912.  Concrete 
technology  at  that  time  was  far  inferior  to  that  today  and  the 
subject  concrete  with  an  average  compressive  strength  of  only  882 
p.s.i.  reflects  the  quality  of  concrete  construction  for  that 
period.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  author  has  tested  other 
concrete  from  the  same  period  which  is  substantially  higher  in 
strength.  The  poor  strengths  are  apparently  due  to  both  low  cement 
content  and  high  water  to  cement  ratio.  Based  on  the  low  cement  and 
high  water  content  the  subject  concrete  would  be  expected  to  be 
highly  porous  and  allow  moisture  to  intrude. 

The  water  soluble  chloride  content  of  the  concrete  was  determined  to 
be  0.088  percent  by  weight  of  concrete.  The  cement  content  of  the 
concrete  was  not  determined.  However,  based  on  the  low  compressive 
strength  and  results  of  the  petrographic  examination  the  cement 
content  of  the  concrete  is  most  likely  between  3  to  4  sacks  per 
cubic  yard.  Assuming  the  unit  weight  of  the  concrete  to  be  145 
pounds  per  cubic  foot,  the  chloride  content  of  the  concrete  is 
between  0.92  to  1.22  percent  by  weight  of  cement. 

As  per  A.C.I.  Building  Code  318-90*,  the  maximum  allowable  water- 
soluble  chloride  ion  content  as  a  percent  by  weight  of  cement  for 
various  concrete  applications  is  reported  in  Table  2.  In  our 
opinion,  the  subject  concrete  (exterior  walls  exposed  to  moisture) 
would  be  classified  as  "other  reinforced  concrete  construction"  for 
which  A.C.I,  allows  a  maximum  of  0.30  percent  water  soluble  chloride 
ion  content.  Clearly  the  measured  chloride  ion  content  is  far  in 
excess  of  that  allowed  by  A.C.I.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that 
distress  due  to  reinforcing  corrosion  was  visible  on  the  reinforced 
walls . 


*  American  Concrete  Institute  Building  Code  Requirements  for 
Reinforced  Concrete,  Part  3,   1990,  Table  4.3.1 


APPLIED  MATERIALS  &  ENQftEERDNG,  M 


Mr.   Erwin  G.  Swett 
2555  Mission  Street 
Page  Three 
October  1,  1990 


CONCLUSIONS: 

1.  The  average  compressive  strength  of  the  concrete  was  determined 
to  be  892  p.s.i.  i : 

2.  The  water  soluble  chloride  ion  content  was  determined  to  be 
between  0.92  to  1.22  percent  by  weight  of  cement.  (Assuming  a  3 
to  4  sack  concrete  mix).  This  is  substantially  higher  than  the 
0.30  percent  allowed  by  A.C.I.  Reinforcing  corrosion  can  be 
expected  in  this  concrete. 

3.  Petrographic  analysis  reinforced  the  results  of  the  compressive 
strength  tests  that  the  concrete  is  inherently  weak  due  to  low 
cement  and  high  water  content. 

If  you  have  any  questions  regarding  the  above,  please  contact  the 
undersigned . 

Sincerely , 


APPLIED  MATERIALS  &  ENGINEERING,  INC. 


Reviewed  by: 


Dushyant  Manmohan 
Principal 


P.E. 


Table  2 


TABLE  4.3.1  —  MAXIMUM  CHLORIDE  ION 
CONTENT  FOR  CORROSION  PROTECTION 


Maximum  water  soluble 

chloride  ion  (CI")  in 

concrete,  percent  by 

Type  of  member 

weight  of  cement 

Prestressed  concrete 

0.06 

Reinforced  concrete  exposed  to 

0.15 

chloride  in  service 

Reinforced  concrete  that  will  be  dry 

1.00 

or  protected  from  moisture  in 

service 

Other  reinforced  concrete 

0.30 

construction 

*  ACI  318/318R-36.;1990 


JAMES  D.  BALDWIN 
AIA/ARCHITECT 


ARCHITECTURE 

PLANNING 

DESIGN 


ISM  HOMESTEAD  ROAD.  SL'tTf  I 
SANTA  CLARA.  CA  95050 
TELEPHONE  |«08l  249  9767 


Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar  #4 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 

Re:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
PARAPET  SAFETY  PROGRAM  notice  3/27/92 
2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 

(  a  red-tagged,  earthquake-damaged  theatre  bui lding.. .concrete  and  light 
metal  frame)  Block  3615  -  Lot  23:  File  No.  4230 

Dear  Mr.  Swett: 

On  August  24,  1992,  I  made  an  investigation  of  the  concrete  parapet  around 
the  entire  roof  and  the  spa  1  ling  concrete  of  the  above  referenced  building. 

My  report  of  the  findings  and  conclusions  are  as  follows: 

(1)  East  Side  (rear)  of  the  building  —  the  parapet  appears  to  be  solid; 
it  is  best  not  to  be  disturbed.    No  spalling  concrete  is  visible. 

(2)  West  Side  (front)  of  the  building  ~  the  parapet  appears  to  be  solid; 
it  is  best  not  to  be  disturbed.    No  spalling  concrete  is  visible. 

(3)  North  Side  of  the  building  —  the  parapet  is  damaged;  it  is  beyond  repair; 
it  should  be  removed.    Corrective  work  is  not  recommended.* 

(4)  South  Side  of  the  building  --  the  parapet  is  damaged;  it  is  beyond  repair; 
it  should  be  removed.    Corrective  work  is  not  recommended.* 

*0n  October  1,  1990,  Applied  Materials  an'j  Engineering,  Inc.  reported  an 
evaluation  of  the  walls  of  the  subject  building.    Their  conclusions  from 
tested  concrete  cores  were: 

a.  'Reinforcing  corrosion  can  be  expected  in  this  concrete.1 

b.  'The  concrete  is  inherently  weak  due  to  low  cement  and  high  water  content. 

NOTE:    The  north  and  south  sides  of  the  building  are  not  accessible  to  people. 
And  the  adjoining  properties  are  as  much  as  eight  feet  aw}y  from  the 
subject  building,  on  both  sides.    SEE  THE  ENCLOSED  DIAGRAM; 

COMMENT:    Removing  the  parapets  and  the  concrete  spalling  will  not  make  the 

building  safe.    From  my  on-site  inspection  and  study  of  the  engineers' 
reports,  it  is  my  professional  opinion  that  the  subject  building  is 
unsafe  and  should  be  completely  demolished. 


Sincerely, 

D.  Baldwin 


rchitect 


fA^SE  WAT   


6 


yrcsjj&o^  Pipe 


\A\$5\o\\     ^TP-B&T  SITE: 

2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 


V/ 


San  Francisco,  California 

James  D.  Baldwin,  Architect 
August  2I4.,  1992 
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Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA.  94102 

Dace:      March   25,  1992 


PARAPET  SAFETY  PROGRAM  REQUIREMENTS 

NOTICE  OF  APPARENT  STRUCTURAL  DEFICIENCY . 
HAZARDOUS  PARAPETS  AND  APPENDAGES 


CERTIFIED  HAIL  -  RRR  Receipt  Date  of  Notice:  3/27/92 

Address:       2551  Mission  St 
Swett  Erwin  G  &  Margaret  S 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar  St%^ock:    3615  23       File  No\  4230 

San  FRancisco,   CA  94121 


Dear  Property  Owner: 

Your  attention  Is  called  to  Chapter  2.  Section  212  of  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  requiring  corrections  to  existing  parapets  and  appendages 
found  by  this  Bureau  to  pose  hazards  to  life  and  linb  during  a  major  earthquake. 
A  copy  of  the  Chapter  and  information  on  the  Parapet  Safety  Program  Is  enclosed 
for  your  guidance. 

A  representative  from  this  Bureau  has  made  an  Inspection  of  your  building  and  has 
determined,  based  on  the  Bureau's  past  experience  vith  similar  construction, 
that  the  following  building  features  contain  such  potential  hazards: 

  Brick  parapet  around  entire  roof. 

X        Concrete  parapet  around  entire  roof. 

Metal  cornice  at  front. 


Metal  cornice  at  tvo  sides. 


7atsr  tank  on  roof. 


Chimney  above  roof. 

Other(s)  :      Spalling  concrete 


THIS  LETTER  CONSTITUTE  FORMAL  NOTICE  TO  YOU  TO  TAKE  THE  FOLLOWING  ACTIONS 

1.         Investigate  the  strengths  and  conditions  of  said  features 
and  their  supports. 


Page  1  of  2 


Parapet  Safety  Prog.  Req.  (Con*t) 
Page  2  of  2 

2.  Submit  to  the  Bureau  a  vritten  report  of  the  findings  and  conclusion* 
of  the  investigation. 

3.  Within  one  year  from  the  RECEIPT  DATE  OF  THIS  NOTICE  apply  for  and 
obtain  a  building  permit  to  perform  any  corrective  work  recommended 
in  the  report. 

4.  Within  one  year  after  obtaining  the  permit,  complete  all  vork 
Indicated  on  the  approved  plans  or  procedures. 

5.  Prior  to  completing  all  corrective  vork,  execute  and  record  a 
PARAPET  AGREEMENT  for  Any  portions  of  parapets  that  the  Bureau 
agrees  can  remain  uncorrected. 

Generally,  *rhe  investigation  and  report  must  be  made  by  a  licensed  Civil 
Engineer  or  Architect  retained  by  you.     Corrections  may  include  strengthening , 
reconstruction,  bracing  or  removal.    Your  prompt  response  vill  be  appreciated, 
and  vill  help  to  speed  up  the  progress  in  making  our  City  safer  during  an 
earthquake . 

Any  person  aggrieved  by  this  Notice  may  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Examiners  for 
a  variance  in  the  manner  provided  by  Section  204. A,  Paragraph  2,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Building  Code. 

For  further  Information,  please  contact  the  Parapet  Safety  Section  at  1390  Market 
Street,  Suite  250,  or  telephone  (415)  554-8738.     Office  hours  are  8:00  a.m.  to 
12:00  noon,  and  1:00  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday,  Wednesday  and  Friday.  When 
inquiring,  please  make  reference  to  the  File  No.  indicated  on  this  Notice. 

WARNING : 

Failure  to  take  action  as  required  to  correct  the  above  violations  vill  result 
in  abatement  proceedings  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works.     If  an  Order  of 
Abatement  is  recorded  against  this  property  the  ovner  vill  be  billed  or  the 
property  vill  be  liened  for  all  costs  incurred  in  the  code  enforcement  process 
from  the  posting  of  the  first  "Notice  of  Violation*  until  all  costs  are  paid, 
San  Francisco  Building  Code  203(b)  «  (332.3). 

Very  truly  yours, 


L.  L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 
Superintendent,  BBI 


Building  Inspector 

Enclosures : 
PAR  5  4/91 


Lang  Engineering 


Structural  Engineers 


400  BRANNAN  STREET     SUITE  200     SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94107 


(415)  543^903 


January  3,  1990 


Mr.  Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar  #4 

San  Francisco,  California  94121 


Re:     The  October  17  earthquake  damage 
to  your  building  located  at 
2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  California 


Dear  Mr.  Swett: 

As  a  follow-up  to  my  letter  dated  November  6,  1989, 
I  have  determined,   upon  further  inspection,  that 
the  referenced  building  not  only  must  be  demolished 
but  also  is  in  eminent  danger  of  collapse. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  extent  of  the  damage.  To 
be  perfectly  safe,   I  strongly  urge  that  your  building 
be  demolished  as  soon  as  possible. 


Gerald  0.  Lang 
Structural  Engineer 


GOL/ho 


J 


Lang  Engineering 


Structural  Engineers 


400  BRANNAN  STREET     SUITE  200     SAN  FRANCISCO,  CAUFORNIA  94107 


(415)  543-4903 


November  6, 


1989 


Mr.  Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar  #4 

San  Francisco,  California  94121 


Re:     The  recent  earthquake  damage  to 

your  seventy  seven  year  old  building 
at  2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  California 


Dear  Mr.  Swett: 

I  have  inspected  the  building  referred  to  above  and  have 
determined  that  it  is  no  longer  structurally  sound,  or 
safe  to  occupy. 

The  structure  has  been  weakened  by  the  October  17  earth- 
quake and  it  is  inadvisable  to  attempt  to  repair  the 
exterior  walls. 

Under  the  circumstances,  there  is  no  assurance  that  re- 
pairing any  of  the  damage  will  prevent  the  building  from 
collapsing  should  more  earthquakes  occur. 

It  is  my  professional  opinion  and  I  recommend  that  the 
building  be  demolished. 


Gerald  0.  Lang 
Structural  Engineer 


GOL/ho 


WLETZUSK,  &  KELLY 


§00  SK€-ar  Street.  Suite  525 /San  Francisco,  CA  94 105/4 15-546-9900/ Fax  415-546-4007 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

Re:     INSPECTION     OF    EARTHQUAKE    DAMAGE    AND  EARTHQUAKE 
ASSESSMENT  -  2551-2555-2557  MISSION  ST.,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA. 

I  thoroughly  inspected  the  subject  building  on  April  9,  1990.  My  findings  are  as 
follows: 

The  theater  structure  constructed  in  1 91 2,  is  a  (approximately)  five  story  riveted 
steel  frame  encased  in  reinforced  concrete.  The  roof  appears  to  be  timber  sheathing 
on  timber  trusses. 

Inspection  of  the  exterior  walls  indicated  severe  deterioration  of  the  concrete. 
This  is  a  clue  that  the  concrete  is  of  poor  quality  and  low  strength.  It  was  also  possible 
to  assess  the  steel  frame  at  a  number  of  exterior  locations  due  to  concrete  spalling  and 
cracking.  The  steel  is  substantially  lighter  than  would  be  required  by  current  seismic 
standards  and  was  severely  corroded  at  a  number  of  locations. 

There  is  an  extremely  high  probability  that  the  riveted  steel  frame  connections  and 
concrete  connections  are  brittle  (i.e.  inability  to  absorb  seismic  energy). 


CONCLUSIONS 

Based  on  my  inspection  of  the  damage  caused  by  the  October  17,  1989 
earthquake  and  the  overall  design  and  construction  of  the  building  I  have  concluded  the 
following: 


1.  The  structure  is  substantially  below  current  building  code  requirements  for 
seismic  loads. 

2.  Due  to  inadequate  roof  to  wall  connections,  it  is  highly  probable  that  the 
exterior  walls  would  deflect  causing  the  roof  to  fall,  if  subjected  to  a 
moderate  to  strong  earthquake. 
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3.  The  poor  quality/low  strength  concrete  walls  also  have  a  relatively  high 
probability  of  partially  collapsing  if  subjected  to  a  moderate  to  strong 
earthquake. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  structure  constitutes  a  threat  to  life  safety  and  should  be 
demolished. 

Although  seismic  retrofit  is  possible,  it  is  my  opinion  that  retrofit  is,  in  general, 
unreliable  in  many  instances.  Retrofit  of  a  1912  riveted  frame/concrete  building,  that 
can  accommodate  approximately  1400  people,  would  qualify  as  an  unacceptable  risk 
to  life  safety. 

In  summary  I  would  like  to  stress  that  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  structure  is  a 
disaster  waiting  to  happen  and  should  be  demolished. 


Very  truly  yours, 


WINZLER  &  KELLY 


cc:  T.  Purcell 
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INTRODUCTION 

The  following  report  is  an  engineering  evaluation  of  a  theater  structure  (former  Wigwam 
Theater)  evaluated  by  this  office  during  the  period  4/9/90  to  4/1 8/90.  The  structure  is 
located  at  2551  -  2555  -  2557  Mission  Street  in  San  Francisco. 

SEISMICITY  -  HIGH 

The  structure  is  located  approximately  7  miles  from  the  San  Andreas  Fault  and 
approximately  12  mile  from  the  Hayward  Fault.  Of  greatest  importance  for  the  purpose 
of  the  current  evaluation  the  fact  is  that  either  fault  has  the  potential  to  produce  a  long 
duration  high  intensity  event.  Various  investigators  all  agree  that  both  faults  are  active 
with  high  probabilities  of  producing  a  moderate  to  large  earthquake. 

RISK  CLASSIFICATION  -  EXTREMELY  HIGH 

It  is  generally  considered  current  State-of-Practice  to  classify  structures  with  a  group 
occupancy  of  300  or  more  as  "high  risk". 

For  purposes  of  this  evaluation,  it  is  highly  probable  that  the  occupancy  could  equal  or 
exceed  1400  persons. 

SEISMIC  DESIGN  CRITERIA 

It  is  considered  to  be  State-of-Practice  to  analyze  a  "high  risk"  structure  utilizing  a 
maximum  credible  earthquake  reduced  for  the  energy  absorption  capability  of  specific 
structural  elements. 

AVAILABILITY  OF  PLANS 

The  original  plans  for  the  structure  are  available  and  were  utilized  for  this  evaluation. 
DESCRIPTION  OF  STRUCTURE 

The  structure  is  a  riveted  steel  frame  with  sparsely  reinforced  concrete  walls.  The 
building  is  approximately  120  Ft  x  88  Ft  in  plan  and  approximately  5  stories  from  the 
main  floor  to  the  roof.  The  building  does  not  have  any  intermediate  wall  bracing 
between  the  main  floor  and  roof. 

The  structure  was  constructed  in  1912.  The  original  architectural  treatment  has  been 
completely  eliminated  during  a  modernization.  There  has  been  no  upgrading  of  the 
structural  components  of  the  building  since  1912. 
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ROOF 

The  roof  consists  of  timber  sheathing  on  riveted  steel  trusses  spanning 
approximately  60  Ft  from  wall  to  wall. 

WALLS 

The  walls  consist  of  sparsely  reinforced  concrete  between  vertical  columns  of 
riveted  steel.  The  walls  are  8  inches  in  thickness. 

A  field  investigation  revealed  severe  deterioration  of  the  exterior  wall.  This  is  an 
extremely  important  clue  that  the  concrete  is  poor  quality  and  low  strength.  Of 
greater  importance,  as  all  concrete  develops  crack  patterns,  there  is  the  high 
probability  that  the  dissolution  of  the  concrete  has  occurred  in  these  cracks.  It 
is  my  opinion  that  this  creates  a  situation  similar  to  pre-1930  masonry  walls  with 
very  low  strength  grout. 

FOUNDATION 

The  structure  is  founded  on  very  short  piers  with  square  (belled)  footings  under 
each  steel  column. 

CONCLUSIONS 

ROOF 

Our  investigation  of  the  roof  indicates  that  it  possesses  a  number  of  extremely 
serious  flaws: 

1.  The  timber  sheathing  will  not  act  as  a  diaphragm. 

2.  The  steel  trusses  and  connections  are  constructed  of  steel  that  lacks  the 
ductility  of  modern  steels  necessary  for  resisting  cyclic  motion. 

3.  The  riveted  steel  trusses  are  not  designed  or  detailed  in  a  manner  that  will 
allow  them  to  absorb  seismic  energy  through  inelastic  action. 

This  deficiency  is  of  extreme  importance  for  a  structure  designed  for  the 
actual  forces  (long  duration)  that  could  be  developed  by  a  moderate  to 
strong  earthquake. 

Code  specified  minimum  design  loads  are  based  on  experience  with 
structures  that  possess  the  ability  to  absorb  seismic  energy  due  to 
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extensive  interior  walls  and  floors.  This  building  does  not  possess  interior 
walls  or  floors.  It  is  my  opinion  that  there  is  a  high  probability  that  the  roof 
would  fail  at  the  wall  to  roof  connection  (triggering  a  collapse)  if  subjected 
to  a  moderate  to  severe  earthquake. 

ROOF  RETROFIT 

Because  the  seismic  deficiencies  of  the  existing  roof  are  so  extensive,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  the  roof  cannot  be  adequately  retrofitted.  In  fact,  it  has  been  our 
experience  that  a  retrofit  roof  would  cost  approximately  20%  more  than  a  new 
roof  as  it  would,  in  essence,  be  a  new  roof  supporting  a  non-structural  old  roof. 

WALL  RETROFIT 

Our  investigation  of  the  main  building  walls  indicated  that  there  is  a  very  high 
probability  that  they  contain  a  pattern  of  negligible  strength  cracks  due  to  water 
dissolving  the  poor  quality  concrete.  In  addition,  the  walls  do  not  possess  ductile 
reinforcing  steel  that  would  contain  fractured  concrete. 

This  is  of  extreme  importance  as  investigations  following  severe  California 
earthquakes  indicated  that  a  very  high  percentage  of  the  deaths  and  severe 
injuries  occur  due  to  partially  collapsing  exterior  walls  (usually  outward)  failing 
perpendicular  to  the  wall.  Many  deaths  and  severe  injuries  have  been  caused 
by  people  attempting  to  exit  a  building  only  to  be  hit  by  falling  masonry  or 
concrete. 

The  very  high  unsupported  walls  of  this  structure  could  fail  either  inward  or 
outward.  Either  direction  would  be  deadly  as  both  the  interior  and  exterior  EXIT 
corridors  could  have  large  groups  of  people  adjacent  to  the  walls. 

Retrofit  of  the  exterior  walls  would  also  be  extremely  expensive  (approximately 
150%  of  a  new  wall)  for  a  number  of  reasons: 

1.  A  new  properly  reinforced  wall  would  be  required  on  one  side  of  the 
existing  wall. 

2.  Because  high  concentrations  of  people  could  exit  on  either  side  of  the  wall, 
a  second  (cladding)  type  wall  would  be  required  on  that  side.  This  wall 
must  be  strong  enough  to  prevent  portions  of  the  existing  wall  from  falling 
to  the  ground. 

It  is  not  anticipated  that  the  entire  existing  wall  would  fail.  However,  partial 
collapse  must  be  prevented  in  a  "high  risk"  type  structure. 
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DESIGN  EARTHQUAKE  VS.  OCTOBER  17,  1989  QUAKE 

The  motion  experienced  by  the  structure  during  the  October  17,  1989  earthquake  was 
much  less  than  motion  that  could  be  experienced  from  a  major  quake  having  an 
epicenter  nearby  on  the  San  Andreas  or  Hayward  faults  for  two  reasons: 

1.  The  epicenter  of  the  October  17,  1989  quake  was  a  substantial  distance 
from  the  structure.  As  long  period  seismic  waves  travel  long  distances 
with  relatively  little  attentuation  (short  period  waves  attenuate  out  quickly), 
San  Francisco  sites,  on  long  period  foundations  (clay),  were  primarily 
affected  by  the  October  17,  1989  quake.  The  site  of  the  subject  structure 
was  not  subjected  to  high  intensity  motion. 

2.  The  duration  of  strong  motion  from  the  10/17/89  quake  was  extremely 
short  (approx.  15  seconds).  Longer  duration  strong  motion  will  cause 
significantly  more  damage. 

FOUNDATION 

The  existing  foundations  are  slightly  overloaded  for  vertical  loads  based  on  current 
criteria.  Inspection  indicated  no  major  foundation  distress. 

The  existing  piers  do  not  possess  adequate  reinforcing  to  prevent  failure  due  to  realistic 
lateral  seismic  loads.  Shear  type  failure  of  the  piers  is  highly  probable  if  subjected  to 
a  moderate  to  severe  earthquake.  This  type  of  failure  would  not  directly  threaten  life 
safety  but  is  still  unacceptable  by  current  building  code  criteria. 


As  substantial  underpinning  and  sequence  construction  is  required  for  a  foundation 
retrofit,  it  has  been  our  experience  that  the  cost  is  greater  than  a  new  foundation. 

INTERIOR/NON-STRUCTURAL 

Although  not  considered  "structural",  falling  ornamentation  has  resulted  in  numerous 
quake  injuries  and  deaths.  Inspection  of  the  existing  plaster  indicates  that  it  would 
require  almost  total  replacement.  Replacement  of  plaster,  electrical  and  mechanical  for 
a  retrofit  would  be  approximately  equal  to  new  construction.  If  duplication  of  the  original 
ornamentation  is  required,  this  cost  could  double. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Although  retrofit  of  a  structure  is  always  possible,  it  is  our  opinion  that  the  structure  type 
as  well  as  the  actual  structure  members  are  poorly  suited  for  a  meaningful  retrofit. 
The  problem  is  compounded  by  the  current  State-of-Practice  which  requires  that  a  high 
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risk  (300+  occupancy)  structure  be  designed  for  the  actual  loads  that  could  be 
anticipated  at  a  site. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  relatively  few  structures  completely  fail  during  moderate 
to  severe  earthquakes.  Most  deaths  and  major  injuries  are  caused  by  local  or  partial 
failure  of  both  structural  and  nonstructural  components  of  structures.  This  potential  life 
safety  risk  would  be  exacerbated  for  a  theater  type  structure  as  the  high  concentration 
of  people  (both  interior  and  exterior  exit  spaces)  would  dramatically  increase  the 
probability  of  multiple  deaths/major  injuries. 

It  is  recognized  that  the  Mission  Community  desperately  needs  facilities  for  the  arts  and 
cultural  events.  Attempts  to  retrofit  such  a  poor  candidate  would,  in  my  opinion,  be 
completely  contrary  to  the  Community  Interest. 

It  is  my  recommendation  that  the  structure  be  demolished. 


The  higher  than  normal  retrofit  cost  is  due  to  the  unacceptable  (for  seismic  energy 
absorption)  existing  materials  (roof  &  walls)  and  the  higher  level  of  safety  required  for 
a  "high  risk"  occupancy  (1400+  persons). 

We  would  like  to  stress  that  it  is  our  opinion  that  retrofit  is  undesirable  for  this  structure. 
Structures  with  unacceptable  original  materials  are  still  unreliable  following  retrofit  which 
would  be  critical  for  a  building  with  a  1 400  plus  occupancy. 


RETROFIT  COSTS 


COST  OF  NEW  STRUCTURE:  $1,734,000 


COST  OF  RETROFIT: 


$1,512,000 


Robert  E.  Potter,  SE  #1862 


Earthquake  Protection  Systems,  Inc. 


1045  Sansome  St..  Suite  203  San  Francisco.  CA94111    (415)  955-0550 


Fax  No.    (415)  956-1077 


April   11,  1990 
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STRUCTURAL  INSPECTION  REPORT 


Building  Address:     2551-2555-2557  Mission  St.,   San  Francisco 

Type  of  Inspection:     Visual  Walk  Through 

Date  of  Inspection:     April  10,  1990 

Report  Prepared  For:     Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,   Suite  4 
San  Francisco,     CA  94121 


Principal  Findings  and  Recommendations 

The  subject  building  is  a  one  story  structure  approximately  60 
feet  tall  with  steel  frame  and  concrete  infill  walls.     There  is  a 
mezzanine  and  balcony  area  at  front  of  the  building.     The  building 
is  a  movie  theater  and  is  currently  unoccupied  because  it  was  red 
tagged  after  the  October   17,    1989  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake. 

The  existing  concrete  is  in  a  deteriorated  condition  with  many 
areas  which  have  spalled  off,   thus  exposing  the  steel  beams, 
columns,   or  reinforcing.     The  deteriorated  condition  of  the 
concrete  and  the  lack  of  lateral  seismic  resisting  members  has 
allowed  severe  damage  to  the  building  to  occur  from  the  October  17 
earthquake.     The  damage  includes  extensive  cracking  of  the  concrete 
infill  wall  along   the  north  and  south  side  walls  of  the  building. 
In  some  areas  where  there  is  a  very  high  wall  height  to  thickness 
ratio,   the  concrete  infill  wall  has  bulged  out  and  is  in  danger  of 
collapsing  should  another  strong  earthquake  occur.     The  concrete 
infill  walls  are  the  main  lateral  seismic  resisting  members  of  the 
building.     Their  deteriorated  condition  critically  weakens  the 


seismic  strength  of  the  building  and  makes   the  building  hazardous 
to  be  occupied  without  additional  strengthening. 

The  concrete  parapet  was  already  in  bad  condition  before  the 
October   17  earthquake  occurred,   and  in  some  areas  the  concrete  has 
spalled  off  exposing  the  reinforcing.     After  the  earthquake,  cracks 
developed  along  the  base  of  the  concrete  parapet  at  portions  of  the 
front  and  south  side  of   building.   There  were  also   some  damage.  to 
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the  front  facade  and  with  the  additional  weight  of  the  front  canopy 
and   the  large   theater   sign  further  weaken   the  condition  of  the 
front.     The  damaged  concrete  parapet  and   front  facade  pose  a  hazard 
to  pedestrians  near  the  building  and  should  be  corrected  as   soon  as 
possible . 

Other  damage   to  the  building  includes  damage     to  the  steel 
beams,   columns  and  reinforcing   exposed   to  weather  because  the 
concrete  cover  spalled  off,    local  buckling  on  the  flange  of  a 
column  at  the  back  of   the  building.     There  were  also  extensive 
damage  to  the  non-structural  elements  such  as  extensive  cracks  to 
partitions,   ceilings,    etc.     Rain  water  leakage  in  the  back  portion 
of  the  building  has  further  damaged  the  building. 

Corrective  work  should  be  performed  to  repair  the  earthquake 
damage  and  strengthen  the  building  to  reduce  the  current  hazard. 
Below  is  a  summary  of  the  corrective  work  required: 

1.  Strengthening  of  the  front  facade  and  the  parapet  around  the 
building  . 

2.  Repair  and  strengthening  of  the  concrete  infill  walls. 

3.  Addition  of  brace  frames  or  shear  walls  to  seismically 
strengthen  the  building. 

4.  Repair  of  the  damaged  non-structural  elements  such  as  ceilings, 
partitions,   etc.   which  were  damaged  from  the  earthquake. 

5.  Repair  the  deteriorated  concrete. 

Unfortunately,    the   long  span  of  the  roof  and  the  high  wall 
height  make   this   repair  and  strengthening  work  difficult  and 
expensive  to  do.   Performing  this  work  to  safely  resist  another 
strong  earthquake  and  repair  of  the  plumbing,  electrical, 
mechanical  equipment,   etc.  would  require  rebuilding  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  existing  building.     The  cost  of  these  repairs  and 
strengthening  could  exceed  that  of  rebuilding  the  entire  building. 

We  recommend  that  the  building  be  demolished  because  of  the 
hazard  posed  by  the  extensive  structural  damage  and  the  difficulty 
and  cost  of  repairing   this  damage. 


Henry  L.Chapot  &  Associates 


GENERAL  BUILDING  CONTRACTOR 
CONSTRUCTION  CCST  ESTIMATORS 
iNTINA  STREET.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CAi_.FORNIA  94103-3813 


LICENSE  NO  2433^3  &  351 150 


(415)  363-2356 


CERTIFIED  ESTIMATOR.  A.S.PE 


June  6,  1990 


Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Cam i no  Del  Mar  #4 

San  Francisco,  CA  .  94121 


REF :     2551  -  2555  -  2557  MISSION  STREET,   MISSION  ST.  S.F.  CA . 
Dear  Sir  : 

On  Wednesday,   May  30,    1990,    I  visited   the  above  referenced  jobsite 
accompanied  by  you.     The  inspection  gave  a  visual    indication  of  the 
structural  problems  relating  to  the  structure. 

I  had  a  discussion  with  Robert  C.  Potter  o-f   the  -Firm  o-f  Winzler  and 
Kelly  Consulting  Engineers,  who  have  made  a  preliminary  report  as  to 
the  integrity  o-f   the  building.     A  cost  analysis  based  on  visual 
observation  and  engineer's  analysis  indicates; 

1.     The  entire  roof  structure  must  be  removed  and  replaced.     This  would 
of  necessity  include  the  heating  and  ventilating  system   in  the 
ceiling  as  well  as  the  ceiling   itself;   the  seats  on  the  main  level 
and   in  the  balcony  would  need  protection  from  falling  debris.  All 
equipment    in  the  projection  room  would  require  removal  and 
reinstallation;  electrical  service  would  be  abandoned.     A  crane  on 
Mission  Street   would  be  required   for   this  demolition  effectively 
closing  down  the  street   for  several  weeks.      In  addition  with  the 
crane  on  the  job  the  marquee  and   theater  sign  would  be  removed  and 
not  replace. 

Roof  and   trusses   14,000  SF  to  be  removed 

wou Id  cost  $1 40  , 000  . 00 

The  Marquee  and  Sign  Add   12,500.00 

Sea t   Protection   9,500.00 

HVAC  Removal   4,500.00 

Ce  i  I  i  ng  Remo  va  I   14, 000  . 00 

Interior  Scaffold   75  , 000  . 00 


'.'  '-NF  -2C1  i.E/A~".  CA/_i*.C.  CAL  -CPNiA  "4619-260"  '415)  632-3*27 


Henry  L.Chapo!  &  Associates 

GENERAL  BUILDING  CONTRACTOR 
CONSTRUCTION  COST  ESTIMATORS 
726  CLEMENTINA  STREET.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94103-3813 

LICENSE  NO  243848  &  351150  (415)  3o3-2356  CERTIFIED  ESTIMATOR.  A.S.PE. 
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In  order  to  provide  new  concrete  walls  interior  -finishes  would  have  to 
be  removed . 

Lath  &  Plaster  23000  SF  $  34,500.00 

Balcony  Soffit   4500  SF   6,750.00 

Miscellaneous  Finishes 

Rugs,   Ceramic  Tile,  Plumbing  Fixtures,  Electric 

Fixtures,   Toilet  Partitions,  Counters  Etc   15,000.00 

TOTAL  $311  ,750  .00 

2.     The  existing  concrete  walls  are  inadequate.     The  engineer  advises 
that  a  gunite  instillation  to  strengthen  these  walls  would  be 
inappropriate,   he  suggests  a  new  wall   either  on  the   interior  or 
exterior  of  the  structure  on  all   -four  elevations. 

Approximately  725  CU .   YD.  o-F  concrete  with  reinforcing  steel  and 
necessary  forming  anchors  etc.  would  be  required  at   a  cost  of: 


An  unknown  factor  is  the  existing  wall 
pessimistic  view  we  would  budget. 


AMOUNT  $&• 

f oundat  ion . 


5 , 000 . 00 
Taking  a 


AMOUNT  $160, 000  . 00 

A  new  supporting  roof  structure  would  require  steel   trusses,  metal 
decking,   concrete  fill,  built  up  roofing  and  parapet   framing  at  th> 
property  line. 

Trusses  90  Ton  G?  $2,300  =  $207,000.00 

Deck   14000  SF  @  $3.00   42,000.00 

Concrete   14000  SF  £  $5.00   70,000.00 

Bui  It -Up  Roof   140  SQS  @  $240.00   33,600.00 

Sheet  Metal  207.  Roofing   6,720.00 

SUBTOTAL  $359  ,320  .00 


Henry  L.Chapot  &  Associates 


GENERAL  BUILDING  CONTRACTOR 
CONSTRUCTION  COST  ESTIMATORS 
736  CLEMENTINA  STREET.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94103-3813 

LICENSE  NO  2^3348  3c  351150  (415)  863-235c  CERTIFIED  ESTIMATOR.  A.S.PE. 


Erwin  G.  Swett 
June  6,  1990 
Page  Three 


4.  Miscellaneous  Carpentry  Allow.. 

5.  Doors,  Windows  &  Hardware  Allow 

6 .  Fi  nishes 

Interior  Lath  &  Plaster  4600  SO.  YD.  @  $70.00....  322,000.00 


Ex t  er  i  or  Stucco  Allow   50  , 000  . 00 

Pa  i  n  t  i  ng  50  , 000  SF  @  $  1  . 50   75  , 000  . 00 

Cer am  i  c  Tile   4,500. 00 

Resilient  Allow   5,000.00 


SUBTOTAL  $456  , 500  . 00 


7 .     Spec  ial t  ies 

Toilet  Partitions  h.  Accessories 
Carpets  Allow  

3 .     Mechanical  Trades 

P I umb  i  ng  £0  F i xtures  @  $  1  , 600   33  , 000  . 00 

P I  umb  i  ng  Ho  t  &  Cold  Wa  t  er    EO  ,  000  . 00 

Heating  40  BTU/SF  =  560,000  @  0.E5   140,000.00 

Electric   1 4000  SF  @  $9  . 00   136, 000  . 00 


General  Contractor 

Job 

cost 

TOTAL  

 $3 

,570 
,957 

.  00 
.  00 

SUBTOTAL  

C"71 

,537 

er 

.  00 

General  Contractor 

P/0 

357 

.  00 

,  u-Jw 

SUBT0TAL  

o  rs  r-, 

OOf--, 

.  00 
.  00 

434 

,633 

TOTAL  

er  er 

,513 

.00 

-  ?Ci;'  E'"APC  OAKLAND  DA-_.F0P.N:A  ^461v-3cQ7  '415}  632-3427- 


$  50  ,000 .00 
35 ,000 .00 


$     9 , 000 . 00 
15  ,000 .00 


Henry  L.Chapot  &  Associates 


Erwin  G.  Swett 
June      ,  1990 
Page  Four 


If  you  have  any  questions  please  contact  may  office. 

Very  truly  yours, 

HENRY  L.   CHAPOT  &  ASSOCIATES 


GENERAL  BUILDING  CONTRACTOR 
CONSTRUCTION  COST  ESTIMATORS 
736  CLEMENTINA  STREET.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94103-3313 


LICENSE  NO  24364=  £  351150 


(415)  363-2350 


CERTIFIED  ESTIMATOR.  A.S.PE 


HLC/cbr 


code : £551 -miss ion 


C  ~AL.P0RNI 


a  04619-3*07  '4'=  ^32-3427 


IANK  MYERS  CONSTRUCTION  CO. 


FULL  SERVICE  COMPANY 
License  No.  224108 


7  VAN  NESS  AVENUE 


SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94109 


TELEPHONE  (415)  441-31 10 


June  11,  1990 

Erwin  G.  Swett 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #4 

San  Francisco,   CA  94121 

RE:     2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 


On  Thursday,  May  24,  1990  Peter  Congdon  and  myself  met  with  you  to 
evaluate  the  structural  integrity  and  cosmetic  appearance  of  the 
above  captioned  building.  This  evaluation  was  based  on  a 
combination  of  the  walk  through  conducted  by  you  and  the 
engineering  report  by  Winzler  &  Kelly  Consulting  Engineers,  dated 
April  17,  1990. 

The  areas  which  were  most  seriously  affected  due  to  the  October 
17th  earthquake  are  the  foundation,  bearing  walls  and  roof.  In 
addition  to  the  earthquake  related  damage,  we  also  noticed  serious 
defects  and  deterioration  of  the  concrete  in  the  walls  and  the 
foundation.  We  concur  with  the  engineering  report  by  Winzler  & 
Kelly  that  these  three  areas  are  not  structurally  sound  and  must 
be  retrofitted  to  meet  current  building  standards.  This 
retrofitting  would  consist  of  removing  most  of  the  existing 
concrete  walls  and  foundation  and  replacing  them  with  new 
reinforced  concrete  and  structural  steel  components.  We  estimate 
that  construction  costs  for  the  structural  work  would  exceed  two 
million  dollars  (52,000,000.00). 

Other  related  work  would  include  removal  and  replacement  of  all 
plaster  walls  and  ceilings;  removal  and  replacement  of  the  roof; 
updating  the  electrical  system;  painting  all  surfaces  for  the 
interior  and  exterior  of  the  building. 

We  conclude,  based  on  our  analysis,  that  total  cost  for 
retrofitting  the  existing  structure  could  run  well  over  four 
million  dollars  ( S4 , 000 , 00C . 00)  .  Based  on  our  26  years  of 
experience  in  the  construction  industry,  we  estimate  that 
demolition  of  the  existing  building  and  construction  of  a  new 
theater  of  equal  proportion  would  cost  between  four  and  five 
million  dollars  ( S 4 -5 , 000 , 000 )  .  Therefore,  my  recommendation  is 
that  a  new  structure  would  be  a  more  feasible  alternative  to 
retrofitting  the  existing  building. 


OCCIDENTAL 


EXPRESS 


Q  E  N  £  0  A  L  COIMTCTACTOCJ 


Mr.  Ermin  6.  Suiett  1 1  June  1990 

2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #4 
San  Francisco,  Cfi  94121 

(415) 752-7605 

Re: 

Former  Wigwam  Theater 
2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco 


Dear  Mr.  Swett, 


I  made  a  visual  inspection  of  the  subject  property  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating 
the  cost  of  restoration. 

The  costs  are  approximate  and  are  subject  to  revision  at  time  of  receipt  of  soil 
reports,  approved  drawings  and  permits.  The  costs  quoted  are  to  restore  the  building  as  per 
your  verbal  description. 

The  theater  was  built,  in  1 91 2,  of  steel  re-enforced  concrete  and  wood.  The 
concrete  has  begun  to  disintegrate  and  on  the  exterior  there  are  many  areas  where  the  steel  is 
exposed  and  also  in  the  interior  at  the  rear  of  the  building.  There  a  horizontal  cracks  in  the 
parapet  walls.  There  also  are  vertical  cracks  on  the  interior  of  the  north  and  south  walls.  The 
north  portion  of  the  east  wall  has  come  away  from  the  north  wall. 

I  am  in  concurrence  with  the  Report,  from  Winzler  &  Kelly  dated  1 7  April 
1 990,  that  it  would  not  be  financially  a  sound  solution  to  restore  the  structure. 


RESTORATION  COSTS 


This  takes  into  account  the  removal  of  portions  of  the  facade  and  restoring  it  to  it's  original 
design.  The  structure  would  be  seismically  upgraded  including  a  new  roof.  The  various 
mechanical ,  plumbing,  electrical  would  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  present  codes.  This 
cost  also  includes  the  necessary  structural  calculations,  drawings,  permits  and  other  associated 
fees. 


$5,160,000 


I  am  of  the  opinion  that  even  after  all  this  work  is  completed  the  structure  would  still  contain 
elements  which  could  be  critical  in  the  event  of  another  earthquake,  of  the  same  or  greater 
magnitude  than  the  one  of  17  October  1989,  and  therefore  this  would  not  be  a  cost  effective 
proposition. 


•415  /BS  n -7533 


Sincerely 

'Henry  Kent  /  ,     n  m    f527j^e™  s^eet 

for  OCCIDENTAL  EXPRESS  \J>°J 


SA/sj  FRANCISCO 
CA  94114 

L/C  =313153 


HARDING  ASSOCIATES 

SOIL  MECHANICS  ENGINEERS 


RICHARD  S.  HARDINO,  CIVIC  INOINCC" 


64  WOODLAND  AVE.  •  P.O.BOX  IIOO  •  SAN  RAFAEL.  CALIF. 


EUGENE  A.  MILLER.  CIVIL.  CNOIMCCR 


Telephone  4S4-)720 


OLIVER  E.  MERWIN 


ROBERT  T.  LAWSON.  CIVIL.  CMOIMCCR 


April  20,  1964 


Parsons  Brinckerhoff-Tudor-Eechtel 

P.O.  Box  3691 

San  Francisco,  California 

Attention:    Mr,  W.  H.  Stephenson 

Gentlemen: 


This  letter  transmits  our  report,  Soil  Investigation,  Mission  Street  Line, 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit,  as  authorized  in  Contract  M-701 
dated  December  20,  1963,  and  supplemental  change  orders.    The  section  of 
line  covered  by  this  report  extends  from  12th  Street  near  Market  to  Cort- 
land Avenue  (Stations  75+50  to  199+50)  and  includes  two  passenger  stations. 

Several  conferences  have  been  held  with  your  representatives  during  the 
Progress  of  the  investigation.    The  exchange  of  information  at  the  meetings 
has  been  beneficial  in  developing  the  details  of  the  scope  and  form  of  the 
presentation. 


Contract  M-701 


Yours  very  truly, 


HARDING  ASSOCIATES 


Henry  T.  Taylor 
Civil  Engineer 


HTT/RTL/el 


Robert  T,  Lawscn 
Civil  Engineer 


SUBSIDIARY 


303  Second  Street,  San  Francisco 
Thomas  J.   Lowry,  Associate 


SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY  AREA   RAPID  TRANSIT  DISTRICT 


MAROING  ASSOCIATES 
•oil.  Mtaaid  uu,ui 


BORING  LOCATION  :PLAN" 
AND  SUBSURFACE  PROFILE. 
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SITE:     2551-2555-2557  Mission  Street 


Erwin  G.  Swett,  owner 
2671  El  Camino  Del  Mar,  #h 
San  Francisco,   CA  9lj.l21 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


FCE  OP  THE  SECRETARY 
JPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.ellant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address 

Ionin,  Andrew  &  Irene 
"154  Farallones  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Dace:       September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1  X  [      Director's  Order 

\      ]      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice: 

Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 

j      1  Other 


PROPERTY  ADD RES S_ 
BLOCK  7104 


154  Farallones  Street 
LOT     18  F 


APPEAL  NO.  6500  S-NC-DEQ  nm 

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


r  Appellant: 


s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
iug.  31,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

aRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

^further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
lartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
auments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
1.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

a  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
I!  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


215  (Rev.  9/87) 

.5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
gment  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

190  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
K  Francisco,  CA  94102        0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
!  Tel.  Wo.  554-3742,0, 
flLING  FEE: 

*  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

 Aug.  &  „  123.  \  • 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   dwelling  units  and   3  

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

lAJt,  Koam_  X*  |-><vvx4t^      o^yJt     rtcUo  t-ke.  '^"Lc^J 


(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 

t^tJL  ,K  +U  cl^'ff\^JLv    -fcLAcuux^Z    p*t>kdU,**\  .   W«_  'M 

•t*    cio     rV^vO  _      Or  ^Lsuo^jl  %\\j^L  m  v*-^  S*~-*»   fno»u^i  -fr^^ 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.)    ~Ma*v  uc^  Oe*~t.   a/o  ^ 


(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   (3  VJ  njz/t~  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 Tel.  No.  sM.  nlliLi 


Date 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

(60  -  - 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


Office  of  the  Director 


ADDRESS:    154  FARALLONES  STREET 


BLOCK 
SEQ: 


7104 
01 


LOT:  18F 
CASE:  DCO 


IONIN,  ANDREY  &  IRENE 
154  FARALLONES  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISACO,   CA  94112 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
IONIN,  ANDREY  &  IRENE 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  20_3-203JLR_  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  162,934 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
AUGUST  4  ,   1993   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 162, 427  . 

THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 


THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 


1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED   IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING:  , 

1.  90  DAYS  TO  OBTAIN  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  90  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203.  (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE   IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  460  MCALLISTER  ST.,   S.    F.   94102.    (558-6454),  AND  MUST 
BE  FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF 
AUGUST  31,  1993. 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 
5)55^^OVED:     AUGUST  4  ,    1993     Room  260.  City 


(/  JOHN  E. 


CRIBBS 

DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Hall 


San  Francisco  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


450  McAllister  St.,  Room  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/X/ 
/  / 
/  / 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board 
Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


/  /  ABSENT 

/  X  /  PRESENT 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Appellant    Adams,  John  C.  &  Gregory 
Address        2614  Buchanan  Street,  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    2614  Buchanan  St. 

BLOCK      0579   LOT  010  

HEARING  DATE    July  28,  1993  

APPEAL  NUMBER  6489  

INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
September  22,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Rm.  282. 


cc:     Janis  Piatt 

2614  Buchanan  St.,  #2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Acting  S 


tary 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Rm.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED:     August  6,  1993  


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:  OP  THE  SECJIETAAY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Adams,  John  C.  &  Gregory  

2614  Buchanan  Street,  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Dace:       Ju*y  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


□ 
□ 

□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice? 

Superintendent's  Complains 
Waived  Keating 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  2614  Buchanan  St. 
BLOCK      0579  LOT  010 


APPEAL  NO. 


6489 


S-NC-DEQ  DIO 


INSPECTOR   Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


Appellant : 


is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

May  19,  1993        will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  .on     July  28,  1993  

1>om  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ~"  ' 

ijirther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
artment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
tiients  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
I  Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

I.re  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


c:     Janis  Piatt 

2614  Buchanan,  #2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nc  Appeals  Board  s~ 


b  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appelant 's  Agent. 


15  (Rev.  9/87) 

55e-£168         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
men t  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

)0  Market  St  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

;n  Francisco,  CA  941Q2        0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  Wo.  554-8742 
:ILING  FEE:  $ 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


^zJpt4A}  Apfi/nS   Appeal  Number         ^  ffr  j 

Appellant  /  w  *  / 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director*  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

— *>/inH$   •  c 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at.     Z.(j  I  &  fc  ^U&tM^  <^&~ 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  \  "  dwelling  units  and  (*J 
rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  fact3  relating  thereto.) 

X  Pe&u>i*ei?   /*>  e*vWc*7*A  u>*rrt  truest  g^os^e- 

(4)  (State  the  reliei  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action(_0£J^-/c 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above     /)u^/>g^C-  ^\l)\&Xe^  . 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Date 


f  I  '   \J  signature  (Print  Name  Below)  ~\ 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Boayd  (AAB) ,  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,   Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


,T  ^  fir; 


(a) 


tity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public 


Office  of  the  _ 


ADDRESS:    2614  BUCHANAN  STREET 

BLOCK:   0579  LOT:  010 
SEQ:       01  CASE:  DIO 


OWNER'S  NAME: 

ADAMS,   JOHN  C.   &  GREGORY  ADAMS,  JOHN  C.  2/3 

2614  BUCHANAN  ST.  ,  #3 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94115 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,675 


HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
MARCH  17  ,   1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 160  ,959  .  THE 
HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER 
WASREPRESENTED. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS   BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 


3.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 


THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 


1.  60  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  30  DAYS,   THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203  . (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,   THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE   IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN  (10) 
1993 


DAYS  OF  APRIL  13, 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 


JLLe. 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


44k9*H30VED 


MARCH    17.  1993 


Do^m  Ten  r;t,, 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


450  McAllister  St.,  Room  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/ X  /    Director's  Order 

/  /    Franchise  Tax  Board 

/  /    Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  Hearing 


UJ 
I  I 


ABSENT 
PRESENT 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Simkalo,  Richard  B. 
Appellant     c/o  Osgood  Associates 
Address         369  Broadway  

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0164 


55  Osgood  Place 


LOT  022 


HEARING  DATE     July  28,  1993  

APPEAL  NUMBER  6490  

INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
September  22,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


cc:     Ronald  E.  Ho them 
369  Broadway 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Acting  Secretary 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Rm.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED:      August  6,  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


£  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
lERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


illant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Simkalo,  Richard  B.  

c/o  Osgood  Associates 

369  Broadway  

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dace:       Ju*y  7»  ^93 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


_X_ 

□ 


Direccor's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice: 


[      ]      Superintendent 1 s  Complain: 
Waived  Hearing 

1      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  0164 


55  Osgood  Place 


LOT  022 


APPEAL  NO.    6490  S-NC-DEQ  T)T)0 

INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke,    Acting  Chief 


4  Appellant : 


u  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

June  10,  1993  ,  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

Ijom  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

Jirther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
)fi:tment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
:uents  and  information  that  nay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:§  Failure  to  be  represented  vill  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
uounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Ronald  E.  Ho them 
369  Broadway 
San  Francisco,  cA  94133 


Sains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


k  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


15  (Rev.  9/87) 

5   558-6158         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.   Sun  Francisco.  CA  94102 

(M 


LAW  OFFICES  OF 


Ronald  E.  Hot  hem 


369  BROADWAY 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94133 
(415)  421-8222 
FAX  (415)  421-2544 


Ronald  E.  Hothem 
Cheryl  A.  Isele 


May  28,  1993 


Secretary  of  the  Board 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Fox  Plaza,  Suite  250 

1390  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Re:     FILING  OF  APPEAL 


Dear  Secretary  of  the  Board: 

Enclosed  please  find  an  original  and  a  copy  of  Director's 
Order  and  check  number  8465  in  the  amount  of  $54.60,  fee  for  filing 
appeal  in  the  above-referenced  matter.  Please  file  the  appeal  and 
return  a  file  endorsed  copy  in  the  envelope  provided.  If  you  have 
any  questions  please  contact  me  at   (415)  421-8222. 

Thank  you  for  your  kind  assistance  in  this  matter. 


55  Osgood  Place,  San  Francisco,  California 


Very  truly  yours, 

/ 


FICES  OF  RONALD  E.  HOTHEM 


DOLORES  M.  RIVERA 

Secretary  to  Cheryl  A.  Isele 


:  dmr 

enclosures 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
kent  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
.JO  Market  St,  Suite  250 
[n  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  Wo.  554-8742  /0 
:ILING  FEE:  $J&hs  


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


OSGOOD  ASSOCIATES 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

April  21,  1993  . 

55  Osgood  place 


The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   0 

rooming  units. 


dwelling  units  and 


(State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

The  purported  matters  in  the  HID  Notice  dated  March  6,  1989  was  included 
■hin  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.   891^6   (copy  attached)  and  was 
|ed  before  the  Honorable  Frank  W.   Shaw  in  January,  1992.     An  interlocutory 
jlgment  issued  (copy  attached).     The  issues  raised  in  this  hearing  and  order 
|e  already  been  heard  and  tried  before  the  Superior  Court.     Further  apnlicati 
I  been  made  under  Planning  Code  §179  which  will  correct  any  errors  in  the 
lartment  of  Public  Work's  files  on  the  usage  of  this  nroperty. 

(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 

This  action  must  be  abated  because  (1)   is  is  included  within  the  terms 
"the  interlocutory  judgment,  or  (2)  if  not  included,  it  roould  here- 
In  and  failure  to  raise  the  issues  waives  them. 


(5) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agentQ^^s^ate  which) 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   1   


RECEIVED 

BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 

JUN  1  0  1933 
CODE  ENFORCEMENT  CIV.  . 


or    the  premises 


(6)       The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

369  Broadway,   San  Francisco,  California  9^133 

Tel.  No. 


Date 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

RONALD  E. " HOTHEM 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Z\iy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE  s  05/14/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
55   OSGOOD  PL 
BLOCK :    0164      LOT:  022 
SEfi:    01    CASE:  DDO 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


SIMKALO   RICHARD  B 
35   OSGOOD  ASSOCIATES 
369  BROADWAY 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
HOTHEM  RONALD  E 

INSPECTOR:   


1/2 


94133  DISTRICT:    38A  CT:  106 

ORDER   OF   ABATEMENT   UNDER   SECTION   203-203. R   OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    1 6  1878 


Hearing  of  the  complain-t  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  05/05/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    16  1241. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the   terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to   Section  203. (t)   of   the   San  Francisco   Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite   250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  06/01/93. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  05/05/93 


38A-P20-P20-007 

(415)554-8742  1390   MARKET  ST  SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


JUDGMENT 


(73) 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 


CHERYL  A.  ISELE 

LAW  OFFICES  OF  RONALD  E.  HOTHEM 
3  69  Broadway- 
San  Francisco,   California  94133 


BNDOhSED 


Attorneys  for  Defendant 

RONALD  E.   HOTHEM,   RICHARD  B.  SIMKALO, 

and  GERALDINE  A.  SIMKALO 


AUG  1 8  1992 


IN  THE  SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 


IN  AND  FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN 
FRANCISCO,  a  municipal  corp 


Case  No. 


891-446 


Plaintiff, 


vs . 


INJUNCTION  AND  INTERLOCUTORY 
JUDGMENT  NUNC  PRO  TUNC 


RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,  GERALDINE 
A.    SIMKALO,   RONALD  E.  HOTHEM, 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,  a 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,   BLAIR  ALEXANDER, 
MARY  HELEN  LEVINE,  TERRENCE 
McNULTY ,   and  DOE  ONE  through 
DOE  FIFTY,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


The  above-entitled  cause  came  on  regularly  for  trial  on 
January  29,  1992,  before  the  Honorable  Frank  W.  Shaw,  judge 
presiding,  sitting  without  a  jury.  Plaintiff,  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  ("CCSF")  appeared  by  its  attorney,  Louise  H.  Renne, 
City  Attorney,  through  Eleanor  A.  Elrod,  Deputy  City  Attorney. 
Defendants  Richard  B.  Simkalo,  Geraldine  A.  Simkalo  and  Ronald  E. 
Hothem,  appeared  by  their  attorney,  the  Law  Offices  of  Ronald  E. 
Hothem,  by  Cheryl  A.  Isele  (collectively  "Owner") .  Defendant  First 
Nationwide  Savings,  nka  First  Nationwide  Bank  ("Lender") ,  did  not 


appear. 


1. 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 


Pursuant  to  stipulation  of  both  sides  and  to  satisfy  the 
single  judgment  rule,  the  judgment  issued  by  Judge  pro  tem  Gargano 
entered  on  November  7 ,  1991  and  the  judgment  issued  by  Judge  Frank 
W.  Shaw  entered  on  April  7 ,  1992  are  vacated  and  this  new  and 
different  judgment  is  hereby  entered  as  follows: 

A  jury  trial  having  been  duly  waived,  the  Court  having  heard 
and  considered  the  testimony  and  the  arguments  of  counsel,  the 
matter  having  been  submitted  for  decision  and  the  court  having 
issued  its  statement  of  decision, 

IT  IS  HEREBY  ORDERED,   ADJUDGED  AND  DECREED: 

1.  The  premises  commonly  known  and  described  as  55-59  Osgood 

Place,   Block  164,   Lot  22,   San  Francisco,   California  ("Property") 

and  more  particularly  described  as  follows,  is  in  violation  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code: 

BEGINNING  at  a  point  on  the  westerly  line  of  Osgood 
Place,  distant  thereon  57  feet,  6  inches  southerly  from 
the  southerly  line  of  Broadway;  running  thence  southerly 
along  said  line  of  Osgood  Place  20  feet;  thence  at  a 
right  angle  westerly  52  feet  to  a  point  which  is 
perpendicularly  distant  easterly  137  feet,  6  inches  from 
the  easterly  line  of  Montgomery  Street;  thence  at  a  right 
angle  northerly  2  0  feet;  and  thence  at  a  right  angle 
easterly  52  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

BEING  portion  of  50  VARA  BLOCK  NO.  48. 

(Assessor's  Lot  22;  Block  164) 

2.  Specifically,  the  violations  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code  are  listed  in  Exhibit  A  and  incorporated  by 
reference  herein. 

3.  The  Owner  and  Owner's  agents,  employees,  successors  and 
assigns  and  the  agents,  employees,  successors  and  assigns  of  each 
Df  them,  shall  cease  and  desist,  and  they  are,  and  each  of  them  is, 
lereby    enjoined    and    restrained     from    maintaining,  operating, 

2  . 

:OSGOOD\OS070292.PL2 
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2 
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8 
9 

10 
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12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
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24 
25 
26 
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managing,  using  or  permitting  the  maintenance,  operations, 
management  or  use  of  the  Property  hereinabove  described  in  the 
manner  or  under  the  conditions,  or  any  of  them,  described  in 
Exhibit  A  attached  hereto; 

4.  Within  forty-five  (45)  days  from  the  effective  date 
hereof,  Owner  shall  apply  to  the  Central  Permit  Bureau  of  CCSF  for 
any  and  all  building  permits  required  by  law  to  perform  all  work 
necessary  to  cause  the  Property  and  all  parts  thereof,  to  conform 
to  law,  or  apply  to  the  Central  Permit  Bureau  for  a  permit  to 
demolish  this  structure  at  the  Property  and  take  all  action 
necessary  to  procure  the  issuance  of  said  permit  or  permits, 
including  the  filing  of  plans,  drawings  and  specifications  required 
therefor; 

5c  Within  fifteen  (15)  days  after  notification  to  the  Owner 
or  the  Owner's  designated  representative  that  issuance  of  the 
required  permit  or  permits  has  been  approved  by  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  the  Owner  shall  obtain  such 
permit  or  permits; 

6.  Within  one  hundred  and  twenty  (12  0)  days  from  the  date  of 
notification,  to  the  Owner  or  the  Owner's  designated  representative 
by  the  Superintended  of  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  that  the 
issuance  of  the  required  permit  or  permits  has  been  approved,  Owner 
in  accordance  with  the  issued  permit  or  permits  shall  commence  to 
repair  and  restore  the  Property  and  structure  to  conform  to  law  as 
set  forth  in  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto,  or  to  demolish  the 
structure  and  clear  the  Property  of  all  parts  of  the  structure 
including  all  rubbish  and  debris; 


3 . 
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7.  The  Owner  shall  prosecute  or  cause  to  be  prosecuted  the 
work  and  restoration,  or  the  work  of  demolition  and  the  clearing  of 
the  Property,  expeditiously,  diligently  and  continuously  to 
completion  and  complete  the  work  including  supplying  all  necessary 
documentation  for  obtaining  a  Certificate  of  Final  Inspection  and 
requesting  of  final  inspection  within  two  hundred  and  forty  (240) 
days  from  the  date  of  notification  of  approval  of  the  issuance  of 
the  required  permit  or  permits; 

8.  In  the  event  Owner  shall  fail  to  apply  for  and  obtain  the 
required  permit  or  permits  as  hereinabove  provided,  or  shall  fail 
to  commence  the  work  as  hereinabove  provided,  or  shall  fail  to  do 
or  cause  to  be  done  the  work  as  hereinabove  provided,  within  the 
time  hereinabove  prescribed,  then  the  county  Clerk  is  hereby 
ordered  to  issue  a  Writ  of  Possession  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  directing  the  sheriff  to  move  all 
persons  and  personal  property  from  the  Property  and  store  said 
personal  property  at  the  expense  of  the  Owner  and  to  put  CCSF,  its 
officers  and  employees  in  possession  of  the  property  and  to 
maintain  and  to  defend  CCSF  in  possession  thereof  for  such  time  as 
is  reasonably  necessary  for  CCSF  to  abate  the  violations  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  time 
reasonably  necessary  for  demolition  of  the  structure  and  removal  of 
all  rubbish  and  debris  from  the  Property; 

9.  In  the  event  CCSF  has  cause  to  repair,  restore,  demolish 
the  Property,  or  to  clear  the  Property  of  all  persons  and  personal 
property,  CCSF  shall  have  a  lien  upon  the  Property  in  the  amount 
expended  pursuant  to  this  Injunction  and  Interlocutory  Judgment 
Nunc    Pro    Tunc     (collectively    "Injunction")     to    accomplish  the 

4  . 
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repairs,  restoration  or  demolition  and  clearing  of  the  Property  and 
the  lien  shall  have  priority  over  all  other  liens  and  encumbrances 
except  those  taxes  and  encumbrances  recorded  prior  the  recording  of 
the  lis  pendens  herein; 

10.  In  the  event  CCSF  shall  enter  into  possession  of  the 
Property  and  cause  the  Property  and  structure  to  be  repaired  and 
restored  to  conform  to  law  as  set  forth  in  Exhibit  A  attached 
hereto  or  to  be  demolished  and  the  site  thereof  cleared  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  injunction,  CCSF  may  apply  to  the  Court  by 
motion  for,  and  CCSF  shall  be  entitled  to,  a  final  judgment  ("Final 
Judgment")  against  Owner  and  its  successors  and  assigns  in  the 
amount  reasonably  expended  by  CCSF  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Injunction  and  CCSF's  lien  upon  the  Property  shall  be  in  the 
amount  in  addition  to  CCSF's  costs,  if  any,  herein;  and  in  said 
event,  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  and  satisfying  the  Final 
Judgment,  in  addition  to  any  other  remedy  of  CCSF  at  law  or  in 
equity  for  the  enforcement  of  this  Injunction  and  the  Final 
Judgment,  the  Final  Judgment  shall  order  that  the  Property  shall  be 
sold  and  the  proceeds  applied  in  conformity  with  the  Final 
Judgment; 

11.  Upon  issuance  o  the  Certificate  of  Final  Completion,  CCSF 
shall  forthwith  cause  to  be  released  and  expunged  from  the  office 
of  the  Recorder  of  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  all  orders  of 
abatement,  lis  pendens,  and/ or  judgments  which  may  have  been 
recorded  in  reference  to  the  Property  under  this  action  number. 

12.  CCSF  will  not  enforce  the  Injunction  against  the  Lender 
unless  and  until  Lender  becomes  the  record  owner  of  the  Property 
through  foreclosure  or  otherwise. 
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13.  If  the  Owner  fails  to  abate  the  nuisance  on  the  Property, 
and  if  demolition  of  the  Property  is  the  only  remaining 
alternative,  CCSF  will  promptly  notify  Lender  to  complete 
foreclosure  of  the  Property,  obtain  title,  and  either  abate  the 
code  violations  or  determine  that  rehabilitation  is  not 
economically  feasible. 

14.  The  Court  expressly  reserves  jurisdiction  to  take  such 
further  action  including  the  rendition  of  the  Final  Judgment  herein 
as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  hereof ; 

15.  CCSF  is  entitled  to  recover  costs  from  owner;  and 


16.     The  effective  date  of  this  is  as  of  July 


1992. 


6. 
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EXHIBIT  A 

PROPERTY  ADDRESS:      55-59   OSGOOD  PLACE 

*1.  Residential  Conversion  of  the  second  story  is  permitted  by 
conditional  use  authorization  from  the  City  Planning 
Commission  only,  and  is  not  permitted  on  the  third  story  and 
above,  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial  District.  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.38. 

*2.  Business  or  Professional  Service  uses  are  not  permitted  on  the 
third  story  and  above  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial 
District.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.53. 

3.  No  license  for  a  building  permit  or  other  permit  or  license, 
or  for  a  permit  of  Occupancy,  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Department  of  City  Planning,  and  no  permit  or  license  shall  be 
issued  by  CCSF  department  which  would  authorize  a  new  use, 
change  of  use  or  maintenance  of  an  existing  use  on  any  land  or 
structure  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  Code.  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  715. (a). 

4.  Work  was  done  in  converting  this  building  from  R-l  occupancy 
(3  units)  to  B-2  occupancy  (office  use)  without  the  proper 
permits.     San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  3  01. 

*  If  Planning  Code  Section  179  is  duly  enacted,  a  mechanism 
would  exist  to  allow  legalization  of  use  of  the  Property  under 
the  Municipal  Code.  In  that  event,  Defendant  may  comply  with 
Planning  Code  Section  179  in  lieu  of  these  cited  sections.  If 
Planning  Code  Section  179  is  not  enacted,  Defendant  must 
comply  with  these  sections.  In  either  event,  Defendant  must 
comply  with  either  Section  179  or  Paragraphs  1  and  2  above 
within  the  time  constraints  of  this  Injunction. 
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The  violations  listed  herein  are  those  which  were  observed  and 
do  not  include  violations  which  may  be  concealed  and  become 
evident  when  work  is  begun. 
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LOUISE  H.  RENNE 

City  Attorney 

CODE  ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

SUSAN  J.  MACHTINGER 

Deputy  City  Attorney 

214  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  California  94102-4574 
(415)  864-2035 

Attorney  for  Plaintiff 


ENDORSED 

filed 

—•7  Frr.ncisco  County  Supor; 


cr  Ccurt 


■■•i.     i  j 


1383 


DONALD  W.  DICKINSON,  Clerk 
BY.-  _R-  de  Luna 


Deputy  Clerk 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
a  municipal  corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,  GERALDINE 
A.   SIMKALO,    RONALD  E.  HOTHEM, 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS, 
a  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,    BLAIR  ALEXANDER, 
MARY  HELEN  LEVINE, 
TERENCE  McNULTY, 
and  DOE  ONE  through  DOE 
FIFTY,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


891446 


No  . 


COMPLAINT   IN  INJUNCTION 


FIRST  CAUSE  OF  ACTION  FOR  PUBLIC  NUISANCE 
BROUGHT  BY  PLAINTIFF  AGAINST  ALL  DEFENDANTS 


A.      FIRST  COUNT  BASED   IN  COMMON  LAW 


L  At  all  times  mentioned  herein  plaintiff  was,  and  still 
is,  a  municipal  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  and  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California. 
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2.  Defendants  Doe  One  through  Doe  Fifty  are  sued  herein 
under  fictitious  names;   plaintiff  does  not  at  this  time  know  the 
true  names  or  capacities  of  said  defendants,   but  prays  that  the 
same  may  be  inserted  herein  when  ascertained. 

3.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned  each  defendant  was  an 
agent,   servant,  employee,   partner,   franchisee  and  joint  venturer 
of  each  other  defendant  and  at  all  times  was  acting  within  the 
course  and  scope  of  said  agency,   service,   employment,  partner- 
ship,  franchise  and  joint  venture. 

4.  Plaintiff  brings  this  action  pursuant  to  Sections  17980 
et  seq.   of  the  Health  and  Safety  Code,   Civil  Code  Section  3494, 
C.C.P.  Section  731  and  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code. 

5.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,   defendants  have  been,  the 
owners,   lessees,  sublessees,  occupants,  users,   hirers,  operators, 
managers,  maintainers  or  holders  of  liens  on  the  premises,   or  of 
some  right,   title  or  interest  in  the  premises  commonly  known  as 
55  Osgood  Place,  Block  164,   Lot  22,   in  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  State  of  California,   and  more  particularly  described 
in  Exhibit  A  which  is  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof. 

6.  Said  defendants  now  are,   and  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time  heretofore  and  at  all  times  herein  mentioned  have  been, 
maintaining  said  premises  in  such  a  manner  as  to  constitute  a 
continuing,   visible  public  nuisance,   dangerous  to  human  life  and 
detrimental  to  the  comfortable  enjoyment  of  life  or  property  and 
injurious  to  the  real  and  personal  property  of  the  residents  and 
citizens  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;   the  conditions 
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constituting  said  public  nuisance  are  more  particularly  set  forth 
in  Exhibit  B  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof;   at  all  times 
herein  mentioned  said  defendants  had  notice  and  knowledge  that 
said  premises  constituted  a  public  nuisance  as  aforesaid. 

7.  Plaintiff  has  no  adequate  remedy  at  law  in  that  damages 
are  insufficient  to  protect  the  public  from  the  present  danger 
and  harm  caused  by  the  conditions  described  above. 

8.  Unless  said  nuisance  is  abated  by  this  Honorable  Court, 

said  community  and  neighborhood,   and  the  residents  and  citizens 

of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  will  suffer  irreparable 

injury  and  damage,   in  that  said  conditions  will  continue  to  be 

injurious  to  the  enjoyment  and  the  free  use  of  the  life  and 

property  of  said  citizens  and  residents  of  the  City  and  County  of 

San  Francisco. 

B.      SECOND  COUNT  FOR  VIOLATION  OF  STATUTORY 
AND  ADMINISTRATIVE  AUTHORITY 

9.  Plaintiff  hereby  incorporates  by  reference  paragraphs  1, 
2,  3,  4,  5,  7,  and  8  of  the  First  Count  and  makes  them  a  part  of 
this,   the  Second  Count,   as  though  fully  set  out  herein. 

10.  At  all  times  herein  mentioned,   the  aforesaid  premises 
have  constituted  a  public  nuisance,   being  in  violation  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code  and  the  State  Housing  Law,   by  reason  of 
the  existence  on  the  premises  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
Exhibit  B  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof.     At  the  time  of 
trial.   Plaintiff  will  move  the  Court  to  amend  this  Complaint  to 
include  any  conditions  discovered  after  the  filing  of  this 
complaint . 
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SECOND  CAUSE  OF  ACTION  FOR  NON-COMPLIANCE 
WITH  ORDER  OF  ADMINISTRATIVE  BOARD 
BROUGHT  BY  PLAINTIFF  AGAINST  ALL  DEFENDANTS 

11.  Plaintiff  hereby  incorporates  by  reference  paragraphs 
1,   2,   3,   4,   5,   7,   8  and  10  of  the  First  Cause  of  Action  and  makes 
them  a  part  of  this,   the  Second  Cause  of  Action  as  though  fully- 
set  out  herein. 

12.  Prior  to  the  filing  of  this  action,   pursuant  to  Section 
203(d)   of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,   a  public  hearing  on  the  aforementioned  violations 
existing  in  the  subject  premises  was  held  before  the  Director  of 
Public  Works  or  his  designee;   after  a  full  hearing  said  premises 
were  declared  a  public  nuisance  and  the  owners  of  said  premises 
were  ordered  to  obtain  the  necessary  permits  to  demolish  the 
building   located  on  said  premises  or  to  bring  the  condition  of 
said  building  into  conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Code,   all  such  work  to  be  completed  within  a  specified  time  after 
said  hearing;  said  defendants  as  the  owners,   successors  in 
interest,   lessees,   sublessees,  occupants,   users,  hirers, 
operators,  managers,  maintainers . or  holders  of  liens  on  said 
premises  have  failed  and  still  fail  to  comply  with  said  order. 

WHEREFORE,   plaintiff  prays: 

1.  that  said  nuisance  be  abated; 

2.  that  defendants  be  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
maintaining  or  permitting  the  maintaining  of  said  conditions,  or 
any  of  them; 
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3.  that  said  defendants  be  ordered  to  vacate  said  premises 
and  all  parts  thereof  and  be  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
renting,   leasing,  occupying,  or  otherwise  using  said  premises  or 
any  part  thereof  while  said  conditions,   or  any  of  them,   exist  and 
until  said  premises  and  structure(s)   and  all  parts  thereof  have 
been  repaired  and  restored  to  conform  to  law; 

4.  that  said  defendants  be  ordered  to  cause  said 
structure(s)   and  all  parts  thereof  to  conform  to  law  or  to 
demolish,  or  cause  to  be  demolished,   said  structure(s)   and  to 
clear  the  site  thereof;   that  in  the  event  that  said  defendants 
shall  fail,   refuse  or  neglect  to  cause  said  structure(s)   and  all 
parts  thereof  to  conform  to  law,   or  to  demolish  the  same  and 
clear  the  site  thereof,   the  plaintiff  shall  be  authorized  to 
enter  upon  said  premises,   remove  all  persons  and  personal 
property  situated  therein  and  store  said  personal  property,  and 
to  demolish  said  structure(s)   and  clear  the  site  thereof; 

5.  that  Plaintiff  shall  have  a  lien  upon  said  premises  in 
the  amount  expended  pursuant  to  said  authority  and  to  have 
judgment  in  said  amount  against  said  defendants,   their  successors 
and  assigns; 

6.  that  Plaintiff  be  awarded  its  costs  incurred  herein; 

7.  that  the  plaintiff  shall  have  such  further  and  other 
relief  as  the  court  deems  just. 

DATED:     April    \4     ,    1988  LOUISE  H.    RENNE ,   City  Attorney 


SUSAN  JU  MACHTINGER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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V 


-  VERIFICATION 


I,  JOHN  GREENE,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  Building  Inspector  for  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco . 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located  at 
55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,  Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     The  same  are  true  save  and  except 
such  matters  as  are  therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;  as 
to  all  such  matters  your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be 
true . 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


JOHN  GREENE 
Building  Inspector 
Department  of  Public  Works 


/// 
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VERIFICATION 


I,   Barry  Pearl,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  City  Planner  for  the 
Department  of  City  Planning  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located 

at  55  Osgood  Place,   Block  164,  Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     As  to  the  alleged  violations  of 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  relating  to  City  Planning,  the 
same  is  true  of  my  own  knowledge  except  such  matters  as  are 
therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;   as  to  which  matters 
your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be  true. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


Dated:       April     12,  1988 


Barry  Peary 
City  Plainer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
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EXHIBIT  A 


Property  Address: 
55  Osgood  Place 


2 


All  that  property  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
State  of  California,  described  as  follows: 


BEGINNING  at  a  point  on  the  westerly  line  of 
Osgood  Place,  distant  thereon  57  feet,   6  inches 
southerly  from  the  southerly  line  of  Broadway; 
running  thence  southerly  along  said  line  of  Osgood 
Place  20  feet;   thence  at  a  right  angle  westerly  52 
feet  to  a  point  which  is  perpendicularly  distant 
easterly  137  feet,   6  inches  from  the  easterly  line 
of  Montgomery  Street;   thence  at  a  right  angle 
northerly  20  feet;   and  thence  at  a  right  angle 
easterly  52  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

BEING  portion  of  50  VARA  BLOCK  NO.  48. 

(Assessor's  Lot  22;  Block  164) 
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EXHIBIT  B 


Property  Address: 
55  Osgood  Place 


The  parapet  walls  do  not  possess  sufficient  strength  and 
stability  to  withstand  earthquake  force  and  will  pose  a 
hazard  to  the  public  during  an  earthquake.     San  Francisco 
Building  Code  Article  2.5. 

The  owner(s)   shall  obtain  the  applicable  permit  to' 
rehabilitate  this  building  and  correct  all  listed  violations 
and  any  others  which  may  be  found  to  exist  when 
rehabilitation  is  in  progress. 

Residential  Conversion  of  the  second  story  is  permitted  by 
conditional  use  authorization  from  the  City  Planning 
Commission  only,   and  is  not  permitted  on  the  third  story  and 
above,   in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood  Commercial  District. 
San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  714.38. 

Business  or  Professional  Service  uses  are  not  permitted  on 
the  third  story  and  above  in  the  Broadway  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section 
714.53. 

No  application  for  a  building  permit  or  other  permit  or 
license,   or  for  a  permit  of  Occupancy,   shall  be  approved  by 
the  Department  of  City  Planning,   and  no  permit  or  license 
shall  be  issued  by  any  City  department  which  would  authorize 
a  new  use,    a  change  of  use  or  maintenance  of  an  existing  use 
of  any  land  or  structure  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Code.     San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  175(a). 

The  violations  listed  herein  are  those  which  were  observed 
and  does  not  include  violations  which  may  be  concealed  and 
become  evident  when  work  is  begun. 
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D 


ENDORSED 

Can  Fnnslsco  County  Superior  Csuit 

JUL  -5  1983 

DONALD  W.  DICKINSON,  C!c-'; 
GV.    S.  DOUGLAS   " 


LOUISE  H.  RENNE 

City  Attorney 

CODE  ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

SUSAN  J.  MACHTINGER 

DAVID  SMITH  FOX 

Deputy  City  Attorneys 

214  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  California  94102-4574 
(415)  864-2035 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


SUPERIOR  COURT. OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO, 
a  municipal  corporation, 

Plaintiff, 


vs 


RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,    GERALDINE  A. 
SIMKALO,    RONALD  E.    HOTHEM,  FIRST 
NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,   a  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  BLAIR 
ALEXANDER,   MARY  HELEN  LEVINE, 
TERENCE  McNULTY, 
and  DOE  ONE  through  DOE  FIFTY, 
inclusive, 

Defendants . 


No.  891-446 


AMENDMENT  TO  COMPLAINT 


Plaintiff  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  hereby  amends- 
Exhibit  B  to  the  complaint  in  the  above-entitled  action  by  adding  s 
the  following  directly  after  paragraph  5.  of  Exhibit  B: 


102 


6.       Work  was  done  in  the  building  without  the  proper  permits. 
San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  301. 


DATED:       July  3  »  1988  LOUISE  H.   RENNE ,   City  Attorney 

By  vL^AAAjJari^n\UV  J  

-  "       SLfSA^  J\T  MACHf INGER 
Derycrty  City  Attorney 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 


2 

S340E/mal 


VERIFICATION 


I,  ROBIN  FAY,  declare: 

I  am  a  duly  appointed  and  acting  Housing  Inspector  for  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

I  have  read  the  foregoing  Complaint  in  Injunction  and 
Exhibit  B  pertaining  to  the  property  located  at 
55  Osgood  Place,  Block  164,  Lot  22,   San  Francisco,  California, 
and  know  the  contents  thereof.     The  same  are  true  save  and  except 
such  matters  as  are  therein  stated  on  information  and  belief;  as 
to  all  such  matters  your  declarant  states  he  believes  them  to  be 
true . 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


Dated:  4  •  I  '  Vb 


Department  of  Public  Works 


/// 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  NO.  891-446 


I,  MY  A.  LAM,  say: 

I  am  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,   over  eighteen  years 
of  age,   a  resident  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  not  a  party  to  the  within  action;   that  my  business 
address  is  214  Van  Ness  Avenue,   San  Francisco,  California 
94102. 

That  on  7  —    <^       ,1  served 


AMENDMENT  TO  COMPLAINT 


by  placing  a  true  copy  thereof  in  an  envelope  addressed  to: 


RICHARD  B.    SIMKALO,    2614   JACKSON,    #B,    SAN  FRANCISCO,    CA  94115 
GERALDINE  A.    SIMKALO,    2614  JACKSON,    #B,    S.F.,    CA  94115 
RONALD  E.   HOTHEM,    3  69  BROADWAY,    SAN  FRANCISCO,    CA  94133 
FIRST  NATIONWIDE  SAVINGS,    c/O  ROBERT  E.   GRAHAM,    455  HICKEY 
BLVD.   DALY  CITY,    CA  94015 

BLAIR  ALEXANDER,   MARY  HELN  LEVINE,   THERRENCE  McNULTY, 
C/O  JACK  LEVINE,    P.O.   BOX  23  03,    SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  9412  6 


and  by  then  sealing  and  depositing  said  envelope,  with 
postage  thereon  fully  prepaid,   in  the  United  States  Mail  at 
San  Francisco,  California.     That  there  is  delivery  service  by 
United  States  Mail  at  the  place  so  addressed  or  regular 
communication  by  United  States  Mail  between  the  place  of 
mailing  and  the  place  so  addressed. 

I  declare  (or  certify)  under  penalty  of  perjury  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is 
true  and  correct. 


DECLARATION  OF  SERVICE  BY  MAIL 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


450  McAllister  St.,  Room  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/X  /    Director's  Order 

/  /    Franchise  Tax  Board 

/  /    Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  Hearing 


/  / 
/X  / 


ABSENT 
PRESENT 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Appellant 
Address 


Helen  M.  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 

c/o  Helen  M.  Wolins  

1030  Lake  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  1347 


1030  Lake  St. 


LOT  005 


HEARING  DATE    August  25,  1993 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6492  

INSPECTOR 


Robert  Noelke 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  September  22,  1993. 

cc:     Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq. 

60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl.,  Ste  207 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Acting  Secretary 


REHEARING:    Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Rm.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED:     September  9,  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


•llant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Helen  M  Wollns  Inter-Viv  Tr 
c/o  Helen  M  Wo lias 

1030  Lake  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Dace:       August  5,  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

\  x  |      Direccor's  Order 

|      [      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      {      Superintended ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1030  Lake  St. 
BLOCK  1347 


LOT  005 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


6492        S-NC-DEQ  DA 


Robert  Noelke 


Appellant: 

is  co  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Wjjjky  21,  1993  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 

pom  282,  Cicy  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
sirtmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
:iments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
1    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
icounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:    Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq. 

60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl. ,  Ste  207 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  a  copy  is  sent  to 


0  515  (Rev.  9/87)  :  - 

558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


(f?) 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
nent  Appealc  Board  (AAB) 

0  Market  SL  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

1  Francisco,  CA  941Q2  0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  Wo.  554-8742 

IL1NG  FEE:  $ 

 —  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


G4n 

HELEN  WOLINS   Appeal  Number   

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      1030  Lake  Street  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        6      "  dwelling  units  and  -U- 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

Requirement  that  owner  replace  internal  apartment  doors  (6) 
with  different  glass,  cover  with  plexiglas,  or  otherwise 
change  internal  doors  to  meet  code  requirements  re  security. 


(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 
LIFETIME  MORITORIUM  requested.     Nature  and  quality  of  entire 
building  would  be  adversely  affected;   financial  hardship  for 
owner,  who  is  retired  and  on  a  fixed  income;   tenants  and  owner 
all  feel  that  their  security  is  not  at  issue;  thick  glass/nubbed 
glass  already  exists  on  internal  doors. 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    <£|$E£X/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above      fH A'RT.OTT'F  H.    HUGGINS  .    ESQ.  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

60  E.    SIR  FRANCIS  DRAKE  BOULEVARD,    SUITE  20  7,   LARKSPUR  CA  94  939 


Tel.  No.  416/461-4760 


Date  7/16/93 


Signature  (Print  Name  ^Beiow) 
CHARLOTTE  H. .HUGGINS 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


Vood  Island,  Suite  207  ♦  60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard  ♦  Larkspur,  California  94939 
elephone:  415  461.4760  Facsimile:  415  461.8038 

July  16,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement 

Order  No:   162  011:  103  0  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Enclosed  please  find  an  Appeal  from  the  Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,  1993.  Also  enclosed  is  Helen  Wolins'  (owner  of  property) 
personal  check,  No.  238  in  the  amount  of  $64.60  to  cover  your 
filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative"  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,  or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward  to  a  prompt  resolution. 

Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


May  27,  1993 


John  E.  Cribbs,  Director 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspections 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94103 


Dear  Mr.  Cribbs: 

My  landlady,  Helen  Wolins,  has  asked  for  my  assistance  with  regard  to  the 
pending  matters  before  your  department.  The  upcoming  hearing  before  the  department 
concerns  certain  code  requirements  for  internal  apartment  doors. 


I  am  enclosing  for  the  department's  review  and  consideration,  copies  of  letters 


from  the  tenants  of  1030  Lake  Street,  which  include  myself.  All  but  one  of  these  letters 
were  written  two  years  ago,  when  this  matter  first  arose.  However,  we  all  feel  that  the 
views  expressed  in  our  letters  two  years  ago  still  stand  true  today. 

I  will  be  present  at  the  June  9  hearing  with  Mrs.  Wolins.  Other  tenants  may 
also  choose  to  appear. 


Thank  you  for  your  anticipated  attention  to  the  enclosed  letters. 


Re: 


1030  Lake  Street;  Helen  Wolins,  owner 

Order  Number:  161298 

Hearing  Date:  June  9.  1993.  10:00  A.M. 


Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:  Helen  Wolins 


1030  LAKE  STREET.  APT.  4    •    SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94118 


24  May  1993 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspections 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  have  been  informed  by  Mrs.  Helen  Wolins ,  our 
landlady,  that  she  has  been  cited  to  appear  regarding 
a  recent  inspection  and  citation  for  alleged  inappro- 
priate glass  panes  on  the  apartment  doors  and  for 
fire  code  violations. 

First,  a  little  on  my  background,   to  give  you  a 
better  perspective:     I  am  a  security  manager  for  a 
large  financial  institution,  with  over  30  years  of 
experience  in  the  security  and  safety  fields.  My 
most  recent  assignment  was  as  project  manager  for  the 
security  of  the  US  embassy  in  Lima,  Peru,  supervising 
350  armed  security  officers  and  the  physical  security 
of  the  embassy.     Presently  I  am  managing  a  security 
department  and  am  quite  up  to  par  with  security  re- 
quirements . 

Although  it  is  commendable  of  the  city  to  take  the 
time  to  inspect  the  building  for  safety  issues,  please 
allow  me  to  disagree  with  the  requirements,  as  the 
present  doors  are  quite  adequate,  and  meet  my  standards. 
The  woodwork  is  quite  solid,   the  glass  panes  are  thick 
and  ail  the  doors  have  two-way  dead  bolts.     The  glass 
panes  also  give  the  tenant  a  clearer  view  of  who  is 
outside  the  doors,   something  peepholes  do  not  give 
because  of  their  limited  field  of  view. 

I  have  been  a  tenant  since  1984  and  although  I  was 
abroad  for  four  years,   my  apartment  and  its  contents 
was  not  disturbed  once,   mainly  because  either  Mrs. 
Wolins  or  one  of  the  other  tenants  was  always  around, 
watching  over  the  building. 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Page  2,    24  May  9  3 


This  building  is  quite  beautiful  the  way  it  is .  I 
would  not  appreciate  changing  any  of  the  wood  or 
glassworks,  which  add  so  much  to  the  appearance  of 
the  building  and  to  the  apartments.     Although  I  do 
appreciate  the  city's  interest  in  my  behalf,  please 
consider  our  opinions  as  the  payers  of  the  rent. 

This  is  a  good  residential  area,  all.  the  neighbors 
watch  out  for  each  other.     As  to  the  fire  codes,  the 
building  has  a  proper  fire  alarm  system,  there  are 
full  and  active  fire  extinguishers  available  and  there 
are  fire  escapes  available  to  each  apartment. 

Finally,   please  consider  the  saying,   "If  it  is  not 
broken,  don't  fix  it." 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Sincerely , 


a j  j  CI-  «jf  >/ 

%  fab*  <tf 


/Mi  -A/-* 


.  .(L^^dd   ^ifc^g^h   ^V>i^z^^j^<_  7%^  7j  d<.  a^. 
^ii  -SLCzJ^  /  77J,<^X^-x^i^^  &Um<-  ^a^coA 


Charlotte  Huggins 
1030  Lake  Street,  #1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 

May  15,  1991 


TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 


I  have  been  a  tenant  at  10  30  Lake  Street,  Apt.  1,  San 
Francisco  for  11  years,  since  May  of  1980.  The  building  is  one 
of  the  most  architecturally  beautiful  and  well  maintained 
apartment  buildings  I  have  ever  seen  in  my  39  years  as  a  San 
Franciscan.  I  never  lived  in  an  apartment  before  moving  to  Lake 
Street.  I  understand  that  the  City  is  considering  requiring  Mrs. 
Wolins,  the  landlady,  of  our  building,  to  replace  or  remove  the 
apartment  doors  as  the  City  is  concerned  about  possible  burglary 
or  safety.  Unlike  some  apartment  buildings,  this  is  truly  a 
home.  Mrs.  Wolins,  her  daughter,  Mary  Owens  and  myself  are  all 
long  term  tenants.  Out  of  the  four  of  us,  I  am  the  shortest-term 
tenant . 


All  of  the  apartment  doors  are  heavy  wood  with  glass 
panes  which  are  textured  and,  in  my  opinion,  quite  thick.  There 
have  been  no  instances  of  any  burglary  or  attempts  during  my 
tenancy,  save  one,  which  we  believe  was  an  "inside"  job.  There 
were  no  forcible  signs  of  entry. 


No  one  in  the  building  in  the  entire  11  years  that  I 
have  lived  there  has  taken  any  steps  to  cover  up  the  glass. 
Several  years  ago  I  covered  my  front  door  with  fabric,  but  soon 
thereafter  removed  it  for  a  number  of  reasons.  These  reasons 
included  the  fact  that  no  light  came  into  the  apartment  hallway, 
and  when  the  curtain  was  up  I  could  not  tell  whether  there  was 
anyone  outside  of  the  door.  It  is  a  distinct  advantage  to  have 
the  ability  to  see  the  outline  of  people  behind  the  door. 

The  entire  building  is  unique  in  many  ways.  The 
apartment  doors  match  all  of  the  wood  throughout  the  building. 
Every  apartment  has  wood  moldings  in  the  hall  and  the  living  and 
dining  rooms.  This  same  wood  extends  to  the  common  hallway  and 
lobby . 

In  my  personal  opinion,  which  I  believe  is  shared  by 
all  of  the  tenants,  is  that  it  would  be  a  travesty  to  remove  or 
replace  anything  in  this  building.  Mrs.  Wolins  has  owned  the 
building  for  decades  and  does  an  impeccable  job  of  maintaining 
the  building.  She  washes  the  lobby  every  weekend,  changes  the 
flowers  in  the  lobby  with  the  seasons,  and  generally  keeps  every 
nook  and  cranny  cleaner  than  the  finest  hotel. 

I  hope  that  the  City  will  see  clear  to  allow  this 
amazing  building  and  our  home  to  remain  as  we  have  grown  to  love 
it. 

Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


ood  Island,  Suite  207  *  60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard  •>  Larkspur,  California  94939 
:lephone:  415  461.4760  Facsimile:  415  461.8038 


July  16,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
4  60  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement 

Order  No:   162  011;  103  0  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Enclosed  please  find  an  Appeal  from  the  Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,  1993.  Also  enclosed  is  Helen  Wolins'  (owner  of  property) 
personal  check,  No.  238  in  the  amount  of  $64.60  to  cover  your 
filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative"  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,   or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward'  to  a  prompt  resolution. 

Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


(/°0 


Sai  Mateo  County 

Special  Education  Local  Pi&m  Are& 


Mateo  County  Office  of  Education   •   333  Main  Street  •  Redwood  City,  CA  94063-1782   •   (415)363-5478   •   FAX  [415]  363=5436 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

May  13,  1991 


To  Whom  It  may  Concern: 

Helen  Wolins,  my  landlady  at  1030  Lake  Street  has  informed  me  that  recent 
building  code  ammendents  require  that  she  re-model  the  current  entry 
doors  to  the  six  (6)  apartments  in  this  building. 

I  am  writing  in  support  of  Helen  Wolins'  petition  for  an  exemption  to  these 
code  requirements  and  to  request  that  we  be  allowed  to  retain  our  doors, 
"as  is." 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  this  building  since  1977.  At  no  time  during  my 
residency  have  I  felt  that  the  window  panes  in  the  doors  were  unsafe  or  left 
me  unprotected,  in  any  way. 

This  is  a  small  building  with  longtime  residents  and  little  turn-over.  The 
light  that  comes  through  the  doors  and  the  general  atmosphere  they  create, 
while  never  invading  privacy,  add  to  our  sense  of  "neighborhhod/building 
watch"  and  mutual  security.  I  feel  more  secure  with  the  doors  "as  is"  than  I 
would  with  solid  doors. 


I  hope  that  you  will  consider  this  request  in  your  determination  Please  feel 
free  to  call  me  [752-6974]  if  further  information  would  be  helpful. 


Sincerely, 


Mary  Owens 
Program  Specialist 
San  Mateo  County  Office  of  Education 

Resident  of  1030  Lake  Street  #5,   San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


A  TING  DISTRICTS!  Bayshoie  School  District.  Belmonr  School  District.  Brisbane  School  District.  Burlingomc  School  District.  Cab/illo  Uml>ed  School  District,  Hillsborough  City  School 
lerson  School  District.  Jefferson  Union  High  School  District,  loguno  Salado  Unon  School  District.  Lo  Honda  Pesccdcro  Unified  School  District;  las  lom.ios  School  Dsn.ci  Mcnlo 
tyrhool  District.  Millbrae  School  District.  Portola  Volley  School  District.  Rovenswocd  City  School  District.  Redwood  City  School  District.  San  Bruno  Park  School  Disiric:  San  Carlos 
C  ict.  San  rVoieo  City  School  District.  San  Mateo  CouniyOrf.ee  of  Education,  Son  Mateo  Union  H.gh  School  District,  Sequoia  Union  High  School  District  South  San  Francisco  Unified 
D  iet.  Woodside  School  District  /■  ,  \ 

(  /oO 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE :  06/18/93 
PROPERTY   ADDRESS  '• 
1030   LAKE  ST 
BLOCK :    1347      LOT:  005 
SEfi:    01    CASE:  DA0 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


HELEN  M  WOLINS   INTER-VIV  TR 
55  HELEN  M  WOLINS 
1030   LAKE  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER 1 S  NAME: 
HELEN  MARY  WOLINS   INTER-VIV  TR 

INSPECTOR:   


94118 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT: 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    1620  11 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  06/09/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  161298. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  -  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  07/06/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID   (5)    (1  Signed) 

John  E .  Cribbs 

Approved:   06/09/93  1/     Director  of  Public  Works 


(415)554-8742 


37A-P20-P20-005 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 

f/07) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

450  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  REHEARING 


Appellant 


Address 


Wood,  Robert  E.  &  Hodge,  Stephen 
561  Rainbow  Drive  


Napa.  CA  94558 


Appealing  AAB/-F5B  Decision 
Property  Address  


201  Noe  Street 


Block  3560 


Lot  20-C 


Appeal  No.  6485 
Inspector      Robert  Noelke,  CEP 


S-NC-SEQ  pi 


Dear  Appellant : 

Your  request  for  a  rehearing  of  the  Decision  rendered  by  the  Abatement  Appeals 

Board  on      August  25,  1993   has  been  received.     Rehearing  is  set  for 

1:30  p.m.  on        September  22,  1993  at  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco, 

California . 

Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time  will  be  final. 

:ruly  yours 


Neil  Gf.  Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Rehearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCD  215A  (12/86) 


561  Rainbow  Drive 
Napa  California  94558 
June  7  1993 


Neil  G.  Rains,  ALA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
1390  Market  Street  #260 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Re:     Director's  Order  Appeal  No.  6458      June  23 1993 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices        Appeal  No.  3350      June  23, 1993 

201  Noe  St., 

Block  3560    Lot  20-C, 


Dear  Mr.  Rains, 

As  a  Corporate  Instructor  for  United  Airlines,  I  will  be  in  Chicago  from  June  22  to  July 
14  teaching.  Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  be  in  attendance  at  my  scheduled 
hearing  on  June  23,  1993. 1  need  to  schedule  my  appointments  one  month  in  advance  due 
to  my  travel  schedule. 

Because  of  that  fact,  and  the  importance  of  my  attending  the  hearing  to  present  evidence 
on  my  behalf,  I  respectfully  request  that  you  reschedule  my  hearing  to  your  July  or 
August  hearing  date. 

There  will  be  no  problem  with  my  attending  your  hearing  dates  on  the  fourth  Wednesday 
of  July  or  August 

A  copy  of  my  hearing  notice  for  the  Franchise  Tax  Board  is  enclosed  for  your 
convenience. 


Sincerely, 


Robert  E.  Wood 


Q/o  f)  (A) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


ffid.  Of  THE  SECJLfTxXT 

50  McAllister  Sc.,  Roon  301 
an  Francisco,  CA  94102 
58-6163  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

Director'*  Order 
CJ  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

m  ABSENT 
fj  PRESENT 


i>pellant 
ildress 


Wood,  Robert  E.  &  Hodge,  Stephen 

561  Rainbow  Drive  

Napa,  CA  94558 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  3560 


201  Noe  Street 


LOT  20-C 


HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6485  

INS ? ECTOR     L.  M.  Korafield 


AATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


denledantTSe^f.abSe^  rePresented>  is  automatically 

eZ«  bC  rCferred  t0  the  Clt*  *>r  code 


EARING: 


l,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Aba  =  e=eac 
Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  Bade  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered- by  the  Board  at  chat  Cine 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


VE  MAILED:    JulJ  8,  1993 


6-7-93 

Inspector    Noelke  : 

Please  POST  AND  RETURN  DECLARATION  TO  AAB  CLERK. 


.  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
San  Francisco,  California 
DECLARATION  OF  POSTING  OF  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 


I,       TT?    LHZL^j@——    declare  that  I  am  employed  "by 

the  City  and  bounty  of  San  Francisco  and  at  all  times  herein 
mentioned  was  over  the  age  of  18  years;  that  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  (203-  1-E)  of_jthe  San  Francisco  (Building) 

Code,  I  did  on  the     /£^jday  of        |  (dtL^^Z.  i  19  4 <\  post 

a  copy  of  Notice  of  Hearing  of  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  in 
a  conspicuous  place  on  the  building,  structure  or  part  thereof 
described  in  said  Complaint,  to  wit: 


201-203  Noe  Street  

San  Francisco,  California 


I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  foregoing  is  true 
and  correct. 

Executed  on       ^c?   ^~  f  ^  — ~L  at  San  Francisco, 

California. 

£2  .Ja' 


PCD  -  127A  (VflO) 


/ 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:fice  op  the  skretaat 
?0PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Apellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Wood,  Robert  E.  &  Hodge,  Stephen 

561  Rainbow  Drive 

Napa,  CA  94558  


Dace: 


June  2,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|  x  |      Director's  Order 

\      j      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic=: 

j      |      Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Ocher   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  201  Noe  Street 
BLOCK  3560 


LOT  20-C 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


6485        S-NC-DEQ  pip 


L.  M.  Kornfield 


>ir  Appellant: 

His  is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

March  3,  1993     t  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       *  June  23.  1993 
li  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ~~" 

■further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Joartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ic:uments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
si:.    Failure  to  be  represented  vill  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

:ci  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
H  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(45)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
atement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
1390  Market  St,  Suite  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  Wo.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 


>^2T  G 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 
/  '   . 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    3-0 ) 

San  Francisco.     They  contain    dwelling  units  and  ^  

rooming  units . 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 


(5)  The    undersigned    is    the  £€wnj=r-7 agent ,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)above  . 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


0-  / 


Tel.  No(  ZjZTJ  r2jS*B2L 


Date 


Signature (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,   Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


HCi  OF  THE  ScCHETaAY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

James  &  Betty  Walsh  

24725  Clayton  Rd. 

Grass  VAllev.  CA  95949  


Date:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|  X  |     Director's  Order 

\      [     Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic=: 

Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 

|      |  Other 


PROPERTY  ADD  RES  S_ 
BLOCK  3211 


240  Ocean  Av. 


LOT  8-C 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3370 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


Robert  Noelke 


Car  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
larch  15,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

I  Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Dpartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
fee.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

Yu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
yu  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Abate 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


ID  215  (Rev.  9/87)  //</ 

(15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


"flrrtAL  PILING 
**rue  appeal  with 
jment, Appeals  Board  {Ml) 

90  Market  SL,  Sultfl  210  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

in  Francisco.  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
Tel.  No.  554-3742 
FILING  FEE  $  stlJ^- 

franchise  tax  board 


JAMES  S   BETTY  WALSH   Appeal  Number     $  3?Q 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Seccion  203   (i)   of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,   Chapter  I,   of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     2^0   OCEAN  AVENUE  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain     EIGHT  dwelling  units  and      -  n  - 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


BUILDING  CODE  ENFORCEMENT  -  VARIOUS  VIOLATIONS 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  neeo  anu  reasons  wny  you  u.ai..i  w.ie  appeo.i«a  ac-ic; 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

BUILDING  PLANS  ARE  BEING  PREPARED.  MOST  OF  MINOR  VIOLATIONS 
HAVE  BEEN  CORRECTED.  AT  HEARING  ON  MARCH  10,  1993,  180  DAYS 
WERE  GRANTED  TO  COMPLETE  WORK. 

RESPECTFULLY  REQUEST  THAT  A.A.B.  GRANT  180  DAYS  ABATEMENT  TO 
COORDINATE  WITH  B.B.I. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph   (2)   above  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 JAMES  D.  WALSH  

 2tf725  CLAYTON  ROAD,    GRASS  VALLEY.    CA.    9  59^9  

916/268-1711  


Dated:        MARCH   12,    19  93 


  2g^2S» 

gnature  (Print  'Name  B^low) 


D."  WALSH 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


/A* 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


JHC1  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
fOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

avrence  P  &  Mollie  Costello 
>50  Santiago  St. 

ian  Francisco.  CA  94116  


Date:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1  X  |     Director's  Order 

1      |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic=: 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  3580 


3715  -  17th  Street 
LOT  071 


APPEAL  NO.    3371  S-NC-DEQ  j)A 

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke 


ar  Appellant: 


ris  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
lurch  19,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

L  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

[  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Sjartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
izuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
s:.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ti  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
fn  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


)  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(L5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ArrtAi  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
sent  Appeals  Board  (AAi) 
99  Market  St,  Suits  113 
s  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tel.  Wo.  554-^742 
RUNG  FEE:  S  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 


3371 


Appellanr 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203   (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith.  ' 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at  Cx^//* \s     / /  C^/%^€/ 
San  Francisco.     They  contain         //'  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 


(scare  m  orainary  ana  concise  language  tne  speciric  nature  or  tne  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) .  /  / 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 
(4)    The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which 


in  Paragraph  (2)  above 


z 


(5)     The  official  address  of  t 


cribed 


^6 


Tel.  No. 


Dated: 


Signature  (Pr 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA       94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


/n) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:fice  op  the  secretary 
>0PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

Janice  Y.  Chow  

696      St.  Francis  Bl. 

Daly  City,  CA  94015  


Date:       September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


□ 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic=: 


|      |      Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

|      (  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  1808 


1438  -  46th  Av. 


LOT  040 


APPEAL  NO.  3372  S-NC-DEQ  DC 
INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke  


Dar  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  5,  1993       .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 
i  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  — — — — 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Dpartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
6c.     Failure  co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

Yu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
yu  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  . 


D  215  (Rev.  9/87) 
(15)  558-6168        450  McAllister 


Street,  Room  301, 


San  Francisco, 


CA  9A102 


File  appeal  with 
i»ment  Appeals  Board  (441) 
iSO  Market  St,  Suits  250 
m  Francisco,  CA  94182 
Tel.  No.  554-3742 
FILING  FEE:  S  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


337^ 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II/  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

^naX 


(4)    The  undersigned  is  t heQwner/' agent ,   (state  which; 
in  Paragraph  (2)   above  — *" 


(Attach  additional  sheetfs)   if  necessary.)  /  fchnr  ,-.       v  :inP 
•agrapn  (2) 


Fscribed 


(5)     The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 &k     c--f  -7*,....,    AU.    T>cU,<  QaJL  


7 


Mali 


Tel.  No. 


Dated: 


ignature -<Trint  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


450  Mr  AT,  lister  St.,  Room  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/  /    Director's  Order 

/  X  /    Franchise  Tax  Board 

/  /    Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  Hearing 


/  /  ABSENT 

/  X  /  PRESENT 

NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Appellant      Esther  M.  Rios   PROPERTY  ADDRESS    284  Niagara  Avenue 

Address  2917  Barrett  Avenue   BLOCK        6971-B  LOT  034  

Richmond,  CA    94804   HEARING  DATE      July  28,  1993  

  APPEAL  NUMBER  3355  

INSPECTOR      Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  September  22,  1993  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Rm.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

DATE  MAILED:        August  6,  1993 


CiTf  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


-IE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

[erty  conservation 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.  llant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address 

Esther  M.  Rios  

2917  Barrett  Av. 
Richmond,  CA  94804  


Date: 


July  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |      Director's  Order 

j  X  \      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice? 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complain: 
Waived  Hearing 

\      \  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS       284  Niagara  Avenue 

BLOCK    6971-B   LOT  034  

APPEAL  NO.      3355        S-NC-DEQ  DC 
INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke,  Acting  Chief 


Appellant : 


is  to  serve  notice  that  ycur  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

eb.  10,  1993         will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     July  28,  1993  

.Dom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

.jrther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Jctmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
aaents  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ire  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
:ounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


s,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


c  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant 


|S  (Rev.  9/87)  L  f'^O 

558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL7ILING 
File  appeal  with 
flient  Appeals  Board  (Ml) 

JO  Market  St,  Sui\&  2§0  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

in  Francisco,  CA  94102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
Tel.  No.  554-8742 .  - 
:1L1NG  FEE:  $  ~<i  ^ 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


&fhCy'   M-  £lhS   Appeal  Number  i33^S5~~ 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at        ££j^  ^CU^u^  S* f,  C^fy/Jl, 
San  Francisco.     They  contain   f)l\Pj     dwelling  uTiits  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

J^rrvx  -vy^ru-  ^I^jl  ~h  rr^-ut  ^vwwwr^  /  JZAcu 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the (Mierj agent ,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 &hhev  U.ei'cz  

 ExL^rCt-i-  Ave.  

Tel.  No. 


Dated: 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


ADDRESS:    284  NIAGARA  AVENUE 

BLOCK:   6971B  LOT:  034 
SEQ:       01  CASE:  DCO 

RIOS,   ESTHER  M. 
2917  BARRETT  AVENUE 
RICHMOND,   CA  94804 


Department  of  Public  Works 


Office  of  the  Director 


:: ...... ^ 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
RIOS,   ESTHER  M. 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  20 3 - 20 3AR  0 F  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,142 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
DECEMBER  16,   1992   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  160,118. 
THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS   PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  45  DAYS  TO  FILE   FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  60  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203.  (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,   THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON   FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF 
JANUARY  12,  1993 

FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)    (1  signed) 
APPROVED:     DECEMBER  16, 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


1992 


Room  260.  City  Had 


San  Frapciarn  n<- 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


450  McAllister  St.,  Room  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/  /  ABSENT 

/  X  /  PRESENT 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Appellant     Shawna  McGrew   PROPERTY  ADDRESS     2690  45th  Avenue 

Address        1522  32nd  Avenue   BLOCK       2452   LOT  013-A 

San  Francisco,  CA    94122   HEARING  DATE     August  25,  1993  

  APPEAL  NUMBER  3360  

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke  

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  September  22,  1993. 


REHEARING:    Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Km.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

DATE  MAILED:     September  9,  1993 

CM) 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

/  /    Director's  Order 

/X  /    Franchise  Tax  Board 

/  /    Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  Hearing 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


11  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


sllant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Shawna  McGrev 

1522    32nd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Dace: 


August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

j      j      Director's  Order 

|  x   |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      }      Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

1      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     2690     45th  Avenue 


BLOCK       2452  LOT  013-A 


APPEAL  NO.   3360          S-NC-DEQ  DC 
INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke  

I;  Appellant: 

ij;  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  uich  the  Abatement  Appeals  5oard  on 
•»bruary  17,  1993,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 
l  oom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

'  urther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
!|}rtment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
>cments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:c     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

mare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
jucounsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Sains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


:0(215  (Rev.  9/87)  f   /  ) 

1)  553-6163         450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
jment  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 

90  Market  St,  Suite  230  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

an  Francisco,  CA  B4102        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  3  ru  ^ 

"  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


SW^^^^  Appeal  Number 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at^U^O"^6^ Pr^C-.  Sx^.  ^^VV^ 
San  Francisco.     They  contain        \  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

Q-i^o-  ^s^*0  V\o-^.  Co  c^^v^AO 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

S^k^  'vASlAe^-  c' 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above^A.^  ^  ^l^VM^Jm  £_ju^ )  —   Q  f_.^\C\^^. 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 Tel.  no.Kcsw^  S^H^ 


Dated: 


<2-  \D-  ^3 


c 


Signature   (Print—Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB)~>  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFfKE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

450  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

558-6168  NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  REHEARING 


Appellant Robert  E.  Wood  &  Stephen  Hodge 

 561  Rainbow  Drive  

Address        Napa.  CA  94558  


Appealing  jys/FTB  Decision 
Property  Address   201-203  Noe  Street 


Block 


3560 


Appeal  No.  3350 


LotQ2Q-c 
S-NC-SEQ  DT 


Inspector     Robert  Noelke.  CEP 


Dear  Appellant : 

Your  request  for  a  rehearing  of  the  Decision  rendered  by  the  Abatement  Appeals 

Board  on    August  25,  1993   has  been  received.     Rehearing  is  set  for 

1:30  p.m.  on        September  22,  1993  at  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco, 

California . 

Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time  will  be  final. 

'ruly  yours 


Neil  O.  Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Rehearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCD  215A  (12/86) 


561  Rainbow  Drive 
Napa  California  94558 
June  7  1993 


Neil  G.  Rains,  ALA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
1390  Market  Street  #260 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Re:     Director's  Order  Appeal  No.  6458      June  23  1993 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices        Appeal  No.  3350      June  23, 1993 

201  Noe  St., 

Block  3560    Lot  20-C, 


Dear  Mr.  Rains, 

As  a  Corporate  Instructor  for  United  Airlines,  I  will  be  in  Chicago  from  June  22  to  July 
14  teaching.  Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  be  in  attendance  at  my  scheduled 
hearing  on  June  23,  1993. 1  need  to  schedule  my  appointments  one  month  in  advance  due 
to  my  travel  schedule. 

Because  of  that  fact,  and  the  importance  of  my  attending  the  hearing  to  present  evidence 
on  my  behalf,  I  respectfully  request  that  you  reschedule  my  hearing  to  your  July  or 
August  hearing  date. 

There  will  be  no  problem  with  my  attending  your  hearing  dates  on  the  fourth  Wednesday 
of  July  or  August 

A  copy  of  my  hearing  notice  for  the  Franchise  Tax  Board  is  enclosed  for  your 
convenience. 


Sincerely, 


Robert  E.  Wood 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OfflCi  Of  THI  SK1£TaXT 

450  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  0?  APPEAL 

ZZ7  Director'*  Order 
OD  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
LJ  Superintendent's  Cooplainc 
Waived  Hearing 

BD  ABSENT 
[J  PRESENT 


Appellant  Robert  E.  Wood  &  Stephen  Hodge 
Vddress        561  Rainbow  Dr. 

Napa,  CA    94558  "~~  


BATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  3560 


201-203  Noe  Street 


LOT  020/C 


HEARING  DATE    June  23,  1993" 
APPEAL  NUM3ER  3350 
INSPECTOR 


Robert  Noel  leg 


Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


RHEARINC: 


Appeal \llrt      2°3lV  7  °f  the  S"  Housing  Cod.,  ch.  Abac««« 

PtoCJdL  l  it    V5    "  " v*""1  Up°n  Vblch  "  »«i«ion  b"  «»««.d 

Sill  be  ALl     «L  J'  ,D"lslon  "=i«.d  by  the  Board  at  thac  ciae 

will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  fom  at  460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA    94102.  r  street, 


VE  MAILED;       JuiT  at  iQt, 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEHENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


>CE  OF  TH£  SK*£TARY 

8PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jellant 's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

Robert  E  &  Hodge  Stephen  Wood 
561  Rainbow  Dr. 

Napa,  CA  94558  


Dace:      June  2»  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic. 


GJ 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 

\      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS        201-203  Noe  Street 


BLOCK     3560  LOT  020/C 


APPEAL  NO.     3350        S-NC-DEQ  DIP 
INSPECTOR  

It  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

F*»h_   s,  i qq~3   t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       *  June  23,  1993 
iloom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ~ 

:  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
lirtment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
»;ments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:<.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

n  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
n  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


0 

-I  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

W)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL7ILING  t  IV  ^ 

File  appeal  with 
ment  Appeals  Board  (441) 

)0  Market  St,  Suite  210        appeal  to  the  abatement  appeals  board 
n  Francisco,  CA  B410Z        of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 
Tel.  No.  554-8742 
•'ILING  FEE:  $  ffc^ 

"~  franchise  tax  board 


pobert  E.  Wood  &  Stephen  Hodge 
Appellant 


i>obe 

Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      ?m    £,   ?0?  Nnq  Street  / 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 
T-he-firsL  fealure  I'd  likbi  Lu  bhow  you/ 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  toaether  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board)  . 

i^><£    s^A/?  &     r~ff7*    &^s>  AtcJ  c*J  C  TT<^fz   ( A\4yS^  AlaME) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 
(4)    The  undersigned  is  the  owner/ aaj«»ffc,   (state  which)~of  the  premises  described 


i  owner/ aajaave,   (state  wni.cn  j^of  1 
in  Paragraph  (2)   aboveC^d)  /   /-ZC?    fl-TZA—  S'A  J  O^A^A^ 


(5)     The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


AJ#sa.  £ 


Tel.   No.  ^^-AT^' 


Dated: 


Z  <o-  ?J   ^ClsA**-  A  AL*A~ 


Signature   (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  B-ldg. 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-87421) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


ADDRESS:      201  NOE  STREET 

BLOCK:  .3560  LOT:  20C 
SEQ :       01         CASE:  DIO 


SAN  rRANC:SCO.CA    IJEOWnep-a  prrrc 

DOC—  p"274333 
SFCC-?ueLIC  WORKS 

Tuasdas-  Jap»aru  1  593  ni-Tr.4/- 
TOT.AL   ->        '       "  --<  —  --• 

REEL.    F7?7    IMAGE    06  4-1 


WOOD,  ROBERT  E.  &  HODGE,  STEPHEN 
561  RAINBOW  DRIVE 
NAPA,    CA  94558 


OWNER'S  NAME: 

WOOD,  ROBERT  E.  &•  HODGE,  S1EPE 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,220 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
3UILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
JANUARY  6,-1993         IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  160  137  . 

wnirrrrn  ry  &  pcooF^r MTitn/c  QF  jh£  DIRECTOR. '*  THE 


THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  Br  A  REPRESENTATI V 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED . 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING ,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  43  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING . 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 


1-  £0  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS 

2-  60  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,  FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203  .  (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN  (10)   DAYS  OF 
JANUARY  .28.,  1993 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

B3I   (3)   (1  signed) 


HN  E.  (tflBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


DOC  IMFMTS  DEPT, 
Olr  i  I  V  *T«1993 

fUbllc  WW**-  SAN  FRAMPlcrr 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
\  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

A\  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
MINUTES  OF  HEARING  NO.    3  67 
September  22,  1993 
Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT  DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 

William  M.  Abend,  President  Neil  G.  Rains,  A. I. A.  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 

Kenneth  Bohegian  Robert  Noelke  -  Housing  Inspector 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


#6494 


DECISION: 


185  Sickles  Avenue 


William  L. 
(Present) 


Jeong 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty   (60)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  November  22,  1993. 


#6495 


1030  Kearny  Street 
Kwock  Kent  Horn 


DECISION: 


Case  was  withdrawn  by  Appellant. 


#6496 


4314-4318  California  St. 
Bruno  Richard  Trustee 
c/o  Don  de  Fraga 
(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 


#6497 


129  Britton  Street 
Raymond  Grinsell 
(Present) 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  days.  The  case  will  be  referred  to 
the  City  Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  March  22,  1994. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  368 
September  22,  1993 
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#6498  310  Turk  Street 

Lillie  Jun 
(Present) 

DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  November  22,  1993. 


#6499  2551  Mission  Street 

Erwin  G.  &  Margaret  S.  Swett 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  denied.  (Member  of  the  Board,  Mr.  Kenneth  Bohegian, 
abstained.)  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for 
code  enforcement. 


#6500  154  Farallones  Street 

Irene  Ionin 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  days.  The  case  will  be  referred  to 
the  City  Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  March  22,  1994. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


#6489 


2614  Buchanan  Street 
John  C.  Adams 
c/o  Janis  Piatt 
(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 


#6490  55  Osgood  Place 

Richard  B.  Simkalo 

c/o  Atty.  Ansel  D.  Kinney 

(Present) 


DECISION: 


Hold  further  code  enforcement  action  pending  Court's  decision. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  368 
September  22,  1993 
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#6492  1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  Wolins 

c/o  Charlotte  H.  Huggins 
(Present) 

DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  thirty   (30)   days.     The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  October  27 ,  1993. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  FOR  REHEARING; 


#6485  201  Noe  Street 

Robert  E.  Wood 
(Present) 

DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to 
the  City  Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  January  21, 
1994. 


Franchise  Tax  Board  Hearings: 


#3370  240  Ocean  Avenue 

James  D.  Walsh 

c/o  Neil  Hartnett  &  Jerrold  6.  Kaufman 
(Present) 

DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.     The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  November  24,  1993. 


#3371  3715     17th  Street 

Lawrence  P.  Costello 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3372  1438     46th  Avenue 

Janice  Huang 
(Absent) 


DECISION: 


Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  lax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  368 
September  22,  1993 
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FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


#3355  284  Niagara  Avenue 

Esther  M.  Rios 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  November  22,  1993. 


#3360 


2690     46th  Avenue 
Shawna  McGrew 
(Present) 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  thirty  (30)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  is  not  done  by  October  23,  1993. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  REHEARING: 


#6485  201-  203  Noe  Street 

Stephen  Hodge 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  January  21,  1994. 


cc:     AAB  Members 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 
Secretary,  AAB 
City  Attorney 
City  Planning 
Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  C.I.  Program,  BBI 
Public  Library,  c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,   City  Hall,  Rm.  159-A 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

San  Francisco  Public  Health  Dep't.,  Rm.  217 

File 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  369 
October  27,  1993 
Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1;30  P.M. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 

Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke,  Housing  Inspector,  CED 


Item  No . 


Page  No 


Case  No, 


Property  Address 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


1. 


1-36 


6509 


865     Market  Street 

U.  S.  Power  San  Francisco,  Inc 

c/o  Paul  Wallace 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 
2.  37  -  49  6492 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS; 


3. 


50  -  56 


3373 


1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  M.  Wolins 

c/o  Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


367  Arquello  Bl 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr 

c/o  Richard  Lee 


4. 


57  -  61 


3374 


590-594-598  Valencia  St 
Jun  R.  Hatoyama 


5. 


62  -  65 


3375 


3957  23rd  Street 
Lois  H.  Hirsch 


6. 


66  -  71 


3378 


1310  Turk  Street 
Chan  S.  W.  &  Bianne 
c/o  Aaron  Sinel 


7. 


72  -  73 


3379 


1349     3rd  Avenue 

Katsumi  J  &  Yasuko  Shintaku 

c/o  Jeffrey  Margulies,  Esq. 


8. 


74  -  75 


3380 


165-171  Albion  Street 
Adan  P  &  Ana  M  Ramirez 


AAB/FTB  Hearings 
October  27,1993 
Page  Two  of  Two 


9.  76  -  77  3381  14  Roemer  Way 

Josefa  R.  Carroll 


10.  78  -  79  3382  1459  Clayton  Street 

Miller  Family  Trust 
c/o  Jeffrey  Margulies ,  Esq. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


11.  80  -  83F  3363  1255     16th  Avenue 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

c/o  Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 


NOTE:     FTB  Case  No.   3376  heard  May  26,  1993 
FTB  Case  No.   3377  was  abated. 


/ml 

cc:       AAB  Members 

Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  HID,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,  C.I. Program,  BBI 

Secretary,  AAB 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 

City  Attorney 

City  Planning 

Public  Library,  c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 
File  (2  copies) 
Agenda  Only: 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  City  Hall,  Rm.  159A 

SF  Fire  Department 

SF  Public  Health  Dep't.  -  Rm.  217 

Posting  Copy  at  City  Hall 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
bPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Mr.  Paul  Wallace 
U.  S -  Power  San  Francisco  Inc. 
865  Market  street.  Box  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dace: 


October  13,  1993 


Nacure  of  Appeal 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

Superintendent 1 s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


«ir  Appellanc: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  3705 


865  Market  Street 


LOT  042 


APPEAL  NO.  6509 


S-NC-DEQ 


INSPECTOR    Robert  Noelke.  CEP 


|.s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Oct.  13,  1993t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on 


r Room  282,  Cicy  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 


October  27.  1993 


ij  further  informacion  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
eiarcment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
C.umencs  and  informacion  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
1.     Failure  co  be  represented  will  conscicuce  an  aucomacic  denial. 

ct  are  encicled  Co  appear  personally  wich  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
e.  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant. 


?0  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

C»5)   558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
|  File  cppesl  with 
bnt  Appeals  Board  (AA5) 

Market  St,  Suite  250 
Francisco,  CA  941Q2 

el.  Wo.  554-3742 
JiNG  FEE:  S 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  HOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


SAN  FRANCiSCO  SHOPPING  CENTRE 
Appellant 


r.coeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant:  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Beard,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Cede,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  cf  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Cede,    and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  -ace  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of   Public  Works,    cf  the  City   and  County   of   San  Francisco,  en 
08/25/93  . 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    865  Market  Street,   

San  Francisco.     They  contain   0  dwelling  units  and  0 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 


See  Attachment  I. 


(4)      (State  the  relief  ycu  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  acticn 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 


See  Attachment  II. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner  /-aq  on f     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  '865  Market  St.  San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 
U.S.  Power  San  Francisco  Inc. 


865  Market  St.  Box  A 


San  Francisco,  CA  941 03 


Tel.  No. 512-6776 


Date    Sept.  24th,  1993 


Signature   (Print  Name  3t 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 
r.  Paul  Wallace  (General  Manager)* 


fFile  Ac-Deal  with  the  Abatement  Aooeals  Board  ( AAB )  .  Boom  260.  Fox  ?la:a  3lda., 


ATTACHMENT  I 


Item  (3)  Directors  Order 

(3)  On  Wednesday,  Sept.  8th,  1993,  our  appeal  for  an  accessible 
path  of  travel  at  the  building's  Fifth  Street  Entrance  through 
the  Kenneth  Cole  Shoe  Store  was  denied  by  the  Handicapped 
Access  Appeals  Board.  Our  appeal  for  the  elevator  at  Max's 
Cafe  was  continued  to  the  next  Appeals  Board  hearing,  October 
13th,  1993. 

Since  the  Fifth  Street  appeal  was  denied,  we  have  been 
diligently  working  with  our  architects,  structural  engineers, 
construction  contractors  and  the  Department  of  Public  Works  - 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  to  resolve  the  handicap 
accessibility  issue  and  construct  a  lift  that  would  comply 
with  existing  codes  and  California's  Accessibility  Regulations 
Final  Draft,  dated  April  14th,  1993. 

Prior  to  the  construction  of  San  Francisco  Shopping  Centre, 
the  original  landlord  (The  Gordon  Company)  and  their 
architects  (Whisler  Patri)  were  told  by  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  and  per  existing  codes  at  the  time  that  the 
Centre's  primary  entrance  on  Market  Street  shall  be  accessible 
to  the  physically  disabled.  The  building  was  constructed  per 
all  existing  codes  and  a  Certificate  for  Final  Completion  and 
Occupancy  was  issued  by  John  H.  Lee,  Building  Inspector  on  May 
8th,   1990.      (As  per  permit  Application  Number  8612889) . 

Since  this  time,  we  have  been  told  by  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  that  San  Francisco  Building  Code  states: 

(a)  Primary  Entrance  shall  mean  any  entrance  to  a  facility 
which  has  a  substantial  flow  of  pedestrian  traffic  to  any 
specific  major  function  of  the  facility. 

In  letters  dated  April  24th,  1990  and  May  16th,  1990  (see 
attached)  it  is  evident  that  Bernie  Block  of  Whisler  Patri, 
Richard  Skaff  -  Disability  Coordinator,  and  The  Bureau  of 
Building  Inspection  Superintendent  Laurence  Litchfield  had  a 
meeting  on  May  4th,  1990,  in  Mr.  Litchfields  office.  This  was 
just  prior  to  the  May  8th,  1990  issuance  of  the  Certificate  of 
Final  Completion  and  Occupancy.  The  May  16th,  1990  letter 
states  a  conditional  agreement  was  made  to  secure  the 
Certificate  of  Final  Completion.  It  was  mutually  agreed  that 
the  Kenneth  Cole  handicap  lift  would  be  available  to  be  used 
by  the  disabled  during  all  hours  that  San  Francisco  Shopping 
Centre  is  open. 


Attachment  I  (Cont'd). 


On  August  17th,  1993,  in  a  letter  to  Paul  Wallace  from  Blaine 
Brassfield  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  who  is  an 
Assistant  Superintendent  for  L.L.  Litchfield,  it  states  the 
following  in  paragraph  2: 

"Item  No.  4  involves  the  lack  of  access  at  the  primary 
entrance  to  the  building  on  Fifth  Street.  The  existing 
path  of  travel  through  Kenneth  Cole  does  not  meet  the 
access  requirements  of  Section  3301 (f)l  or  Section  417 (s) 
of  Title  24". 

Since  Mr.  Brassfield' s  letter  of  August  17th,  1993  and  the 
Handicapped  Access  Appeals  Board  Hearing  of  Sept.  8th,  1993 
(at  which  the  lift  in  Kenneth  Cole  was  denied) ,  we  have  been 
working  diligently  towards  a  suitable  solution  for  disabled 
access  at  our  Fifth  Street  entrance. 

The  only  physical,  structural  and  financially  justifiable 
solution  is  to  install  a  special  access  "Wheelchair"  lift 
within  the  Common  Area  of  the  Centre  at  the  Fifth  Street 
Entrance. 

Per  San  Francisco  Building  Code  page  3301,  subsection  (h) 
Entrances,   EXCEPTION  1: 

1.  In  existing  buildings  where  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  determines  that  compliance  with  the  building 
standards  of  this  subsection  would  create  an  unreasonable 
hardship,  an  exception  shall  be  granted  when  equivalent 
facilitation  is  provided. 

Equivalent  facilitation  would  require  at  least  one 
entrance  to  be  accessible  to  and  usable  by  physically 
handicapped  persons/people  with  physical  disabilities. 

Therefore,  our  situation  by  definition  is  an  Unreasonable  Hardship 
for  the  following  reasons.  (Items  listed  1-5  are  as  per  Section 
422(C)  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  titled  Unreasonable 
Hardship) : 

1.  The  cost  for  providing  an  alternative  means  of  access  through 
the  Fifth  Street  Entrance  other  than  a  handicap  lift  would  be 
prohibitive: 

(a)  A  two  stop  elevator  would  cost  between  $353,000  and 
$380,000  to  purchase  and  install.  Please  refer  to 
attached  itemized  budgets. 
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(b)  A  Wheel  Chair  Ramp  within  the  Fifth  Street  Entrance  would 
cost  approximately  $345,000  to  $395,000  to  purchase  and 
install.     Please  refer  to  attached  itemized  budgets. 

Both  options  (a)  and  (b)  above,  are  for  the  supply  and 
installation  of  equipment  and  do  not  take  into  consideration 
other  costs  as  outlined  in  (3)  below. 

2.  The  Landlord  currently  has  (4)  four  signed  leases  for  which 
tenant  remodeling  will  be  required.  It  is  expected  that  the 
approximate  cost  of  such  tenant  remodeling  will  be  between 
$400,000  to  $500,000. 

3.  The  impact  of  proposed  improvements  on  financial  feasibility 
of  the  project  would  be  severe.  Per  Cygna,  our  structural 
engineers,  a  2  stop  elevator  or  ramp  at  the  Fifth  Street 
Entrance  would  mean  closing  the  entrance  for  a  period  of  time 
to  complete  the  work.  Please  refer  to  attached  letter  dated 
September  21st,   1993  from  Charles  Beauvoir  of  Cygna. 

If  we  are  forced  to  close  the  Fifth  Street  Entrance  for 
construction,  we  will  be  faced  with  the  following  scenarios: 

(a)  Potential  litigation  by  Nordstrom  for: 

1.  Loss  of  business 

2.  No  access  from  Fifth  Street 

3 .  No  egress  to  Fifth  Street 

Further  litigation  by  Nordstrom  could  be  based  on  an  unusable 
Fifth  Street  entrance  which  would  greatly  inconvenience 
patrons  who  use  the  - 

4.  Valet  parking  service 

5.  Shuttle  service 

6.  Taxi  drop-off  and  pick  up 

7.  Tour  bus  drop-off  and  pick  up. 

(b)  Potential  litigation  by  tenants  for  lost  business. 

(c)  Some  tenants  may  terminate  their  leases.  All  leases  were 
signed  on  the  basis  of  unrestricted  access  from  all 
entrances  during  trading  hours. 

(d)  Exiting/Entering    restrictions     from/to    the  Centre 
resulting  in  difficulties  and  possible  restrictions  from 
the  Fire  Department.    The  Fire  Department  have  indicated 
that    they    do    not    want    existing    widths    reduced  or 
eliminated  for  any  period  of  time. 
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(e)  A  ramp  or  elevator  would  greatly  effect  the  visibility  of 
or  operation  of  the  stores  and/or  entrances  to  space 
numbers:  C18,  C20 ,  C22,  124,  126,  130,  136,  138  and  139. 
Please  refer  to  attached  lease  plans  which  outline 
affected  spaces. 

4.  The  facility  in  question  is  a  multiple  entry  building  with  all 
other  entrances  accessible  to  the  disabled. 

By  installing  a  special  Access  "Wheelchair"  lift  at  the  Fifth 
Street  Entrance,  we  will  be  providing  equivalent  facilitation 
for     disabled     access.  (See     paragraph     on  Equivalent 

Facilitation) . 

5.  The  original  permit  application  for  the  facility  was  filed  in 
1983.  It  was,  however  amended  in  1986  to  reduce  the  overall 
height  of  the  structure  and  bring  it  in  line  with  other 
buildings  in  the  surrounding  area. 

The  facility  was  constructed  to  the  highest  standards  and 
applicable  codes  and  received  its  Certificate  of  Final 
Completion  and  Occupancy  in  May  of  1990.  It  is  the  Centre's 
intention  to  maximize  sales  and  accommodate  its  patrons  to  the 
best  of  its  ability. 

As  an  example  of  the  Centre's  willingness  to  support  the 
disabled  community,  we  have  hosted  a  number  of  events  within 
the  Mall  in  conjunction  with  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Association 
of  San  Francisco.  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Associates  of  San 
Francisco  has  complemented  the  Centre's  accessibility  and  in 
fact  recommends  the  Centre  as  a  venue  for  its  association 
members  and  affiliates.  Please  refer  to  attached  letter  dated 
August  6th,  1993. 

We  believe,  based  upon  the  above  points  1  thru  5,  there  are 
sufficient  grounds  for  unreasonable  hardship  and  we  qualify 
for  equivalent  facilitation. 

Equivalent  Facilitation 

Equivalent  facilitation  for  the  28  inch  level  change  will  be 
provided  by  the  installation  of  a  special  Access  (Wheelchair) 
lift.  The  lift  will  comply  with  all  regular  and  special 
requirements  of  the  State  of  California,  Dept.  of  Industrial 
Relations,  Division  of  Occupational  Safety  and  Health. 
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In  addition,  the  owner  will  maintain  the  lift  on  a  monthly 
basis,  have  a  maintenance  contract  for  scheduled  maintenance 
as  specified  by  the  manufacturer  and  perform  daily  checks  that 
the  equipment  is  functioning  correctly.  The  proposed  lift,  as 
outlined  in  Drawing  A-l  attached  is  Model  No.  BC-42, 
manufactured  by  The  National  Wheel-o-vater  Co.,  Inc. 

It  provides  operating  controls,  safety  devices,  switches 
alarms,  signaling  devices  and  signage  as  required  to  meet  ADA 
requirements     and     local     codes.  It     provides  maximum 

independence  for  persons  with  physical  disabilities. 
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Item  (4)   Directors  Order 

(4)  San  Francisco  Shopping  Centre  is  hereby  requesting  a  120  day 
extension  of  time  to  complete  and  comply  with  an  acceptable 
solution  to  the  path  of  travel  at  the  Centre's  Fifth  Street 
entrance  for  the  following  reasons: 


1.  Today,  09/24/93,  we  are  submitting  plans  for  permit,  to  the 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection,  to  install  a  special  access 
(wheelchair)  lift  within  the  Centre's  Common  Area  at  the* Fifth 
Street  Entrance.  The  lift  will  comply  with  all  current  codes 
and  those  codes  outlined  in  California's  Accessibility 
Regulations  Final  Draft,  dated  April  14th,  1993. 

2.  If  the  permit  is  accepted  by  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection,  we  will  then  hire  a  reputable  licensed  contractor 
who  will  order  the  equipment  immediately  and  commence 
construction. 

The  equipment  will  be  purchased  through  McDonald  Elevator 
Company  who  told  us  that  a  lift  will  take  (6)  six  weeks  for 
delivery  on  site.  Demolition  and  order  of  equipment  will  take 
place  immediately  upon  receipt  of  Building  permit. 

3.  After  lengthy  conversations  and  meetings  with  our  architects, 
structural  engineers,  contractor  and  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  officials,  it  was  mutually  agreed  that  the  scope  of 
work  could  not  be  completed  within  the  60  day  time  frame. 

In  conclusion,  we  feel  the  60  day  Order  of  Abatement  is  impossible 
to  accomplish,  and  therefore,  we  request  the  time  frame  to  be 
modified  and  extended  to  180  days.  We  feel  our  request  is  valid 
and  mutually  agreeable  with  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 
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Whisler-Pi'r" 


Architecture/Planning/Interior  Design 
2  Sryant  Street,  San  Francisco.  CA  S4105 
P.O.  Box  7054.  San  Francisco.  CA  94120-7054 
41 5/957-0200 


May  16,  1990 


Mr.  Joe  Mulholland 

Chart-well  Construction 

2175  North  California  Boulevard,  Suite  975 

Walnut  Creek,  CA  94596 


RE:    San  Francisco  Centre 

Certificate  of  Final  Completion 
Whisler-Patri  Project  Nos.  739.21 


Dear  Joe: 

This  letter  will  serve  as  a  reminder  as  to  what  is  remaining  to  satisfy  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection,  in  general,  and  the  Disability  Coordinator,  Mr.  Richard  Skaff,  in  particular,  based  on 
my  original  compromise  agreement  with  Skaff  and  agreements  made  at  the  May  4,  1990,  meeting  in 
Mr.  Litchfield's  office. 

As  a  conditional  agreement  made  to  secure  the  Certificate  of  Final  Completion  (CFC),  we  agreed  to 
furnish  two  plaque  will  signs,  one  to  the  left  of  the  Fifth  Street  entrance  doors  and  one  to  the  left 
of  the  Kenneth  Cole  Shop.  Each  will  have  arrows  and  a  handicapped  symbol.  The  sign  to  the  left 
of  the  Cole  Shop  is  to  be  a  minimum  size  of  10"xl0."  The  other  is  to  be  a  minimum  size  of  8"x8." 
(It  might  be  preferable  to  make  both  the  same  size:  10*xl0.")  The  sign  at  the  left  of  the  Cole 
entrance  will  have  a  brief  message:    DISABLED  ACCESS  THROUGH  ADJACENT  SHOP  (or 
something  to  that  effect).  I  have  enclosed  a  plan  layout  and  suggested  graphics.  We  think  that  the 
signs  should  be  in  brass  with  black  incised  letters  and  symbols.  Any  material  is  acceptable  to  Skaff, 
as  long  as  the  colors  are  contrasting.  An  additional  placard  is  required  at  the  BART  lift  location, 

stating,  LOCATION  OF  FUTURE  HANDICAPPED  LIFT.    TO  BE  OPERATIONAL  

1990.  IN  THE  INTERIM,  PLEASE  USE  BART  STATION  H/C  ELEVATORS  AT  EAST  END  OF 
PLATFORM.  This  placard  may  be  a  tripod  or  wall-mounted.  Cardboard  is  acceptable. 

Since  we  have  received  the  CFC  requested,  after  considerable  effort,  we  strongly  suggest  that  the 
signs  be  installed  as  soon  as  possible  as  a  show  of  good  faith.  While  the  actual  graphics  work  is  not 
pafr  of  our  work,  we  will  continue  to  consult  and  coordinate  the  lift  installation  work  as  necessary. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
Secretary  -  Handicapped  Access  Appeals  Board 


Date:  September  14,  1993 

Appeal:  93-40 

Application:  08812414 

Hearing  Date:  September  8,  1993 

Filing  Date  August  20,  1993 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 

Mr.  Paul  Wallace 
U.S.  Paver,  Inc. 
865  Market  Street,  Box  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

Dear  Appellant: 

This  will  serve  notice  that  your  appeal  for  an  accessible  path  of  travel  at  the  building's 
Fifth's  Street  entrance  has  been  denied.  Your  appeal  concerning  the  elevator  at  Max's 
Cafe  is  continued  to  the  next  Appeals  Board  hearing,  October  13,  1993. 


Yours  truly 


Donald  AJameida 
Secretary  to  the  Board 


DA:yc 

HAAB  006 


raUZr^pnn  nr?n; 


SEP  1  6  1S93 


u 


415)  557-4761 


30  Van  Ness,  Suite  4100 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


August  3,  1993 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
Secretary  -  Handicapped  Access  Appeals  Board 


Office  of  the  Secretary 


Notice  of  Hearing 


Address 
Application  No. 
Appeal  No. 
File  Date 


865  Market  St. 

08812414 

93-40 

Aug.  20,  1993 


Mr.  Paul  Wallace 
U.S.  Power  Inc. 
865  Market  Street,  Box  A 
San  Francisco  CA  94103 

Dear.  Appellant: 

This  will  serve  notice  that  your  appeal  will  be  heard  at  1 :30  p.m.,  on  Wednesday,  September  8,  1993  in 
Room  282,  City  Hall  in  San  Francisco. 

If  you  need  additional  information,  please  call  Donald  R.  Alameida  at  (415)  557-4761  or  William  Shock  at 
(415)  558-6004.  Please  bring  all  substantiating  information  that  may  support  your  appeal. 

Failure  to  appear,  or  be  represented,  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial.  You  are  entitled  to  appear 
personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  you  may  have  counsel  of  your  choice  with  you. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Donald  R.  Alameida,  Architect 
Secretary  to  the  Board 
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15)  557-4761 


30  Van  Ness,  Suite  4100 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


August  17,  1993 


Mr.   Paul  Wallace 
General  Manager 
365  Market  Street,   Box  A 
San  Francisco,   CA  94103 

Re:     San  Francisco  Centre  -  865  Market  Street 
Dear  Mr.  Wallace: 

Thank  you  for  your  time  spent  with  us  during  the  walk  through  of  San  Francisco 
Centre  on  August  10,  1993.  The  purpose  of  this  walk  through  was  to  determine 
whether  progress  had  been  made  to  correct  disabled  access  deficiencies  listed  in 
a  letter  sent  to  you  on  May  26,  1993  from  Assistant  Superintendent  Neil  Rains. 
That  letter  refers  to  an  inspection  on  May  17,  1993  which  verified  the  deficient 
items.  After  our  walk  through,  it  was  agreed  upon  by  Neil  Rains,  Jim  Whipple  and 
myself  that  there  were  nine  items  yet  to  be  resolved.  They  were  items  1,  4,  6, 
13,   20,  |28,   31,   32  and  34.  j 

Item  No.  4  involves  the  lack  of  access  at  the  primary  entrance  to  the  building 
on  5th  Street.  The  existing  path  of  travel  through  Kenneth  Cole  does  not  meet 
the  access  requirements  of  Section  3301(f) 1  or  Section  417 (s)   of  Title  24. 

Item  No.  6  requires  the  submittal  of  a  special  inspection  report  for  all  ramp 
surfaces.  Special  inspection  requirements  are  described  in  Section  306  of  the 
San  Francisco  Buildings  Code. 

Items  28,  31,  32  and  34  involve  the  residential  elevator  in  Max's  Cafe.  In 
addition,  this  elevator  does  not  meet  the  car  size  dimensions  of  Section 
5103 (d.i) 4  of  Title  24.  Furthermore,  the  path  of  travel  to  this  elevator  does 
not  comply  with  Section  27626  of  the  California  Uniform  Retail  Food  Facilities 
Law  as  it  requires  passage  through  a  commercial  kitchen. 

With  the  exception  of  the  noncomplying  path  of  travel  through  the  kitchen,  the 
above  violations  may  be  appealed  to  the  Handicapped"Access  7rpoeals  Board.  To 
file  such  an  appeal  please  contact  William  Schock  ^t^5 58-60 04^X 

Please  be  advised  that  this  case  was  scheduled  for  a  Director's  Hearing  on  August 
11,  1993.  At  that  hearing  your  case  was  continued  to  August  25,  1993.  This  was 
the  next  available  date  on  the  Director's  Hearing  schedule  following  the 
expiration  of  a  90  day  period  specified  by  Government  Code  Section  4452.  You 
must  have  all  of  the  outstanding  items  completed  by  that  date.  Staff  can  not 
recommend  any  extensions  of  time. 

Very  truly  yours, 


L.  L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 
Superintendent,  BBI 


Assistant  Superintendent 
Property  Conservation  Division 
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ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA.  Q4102 


May  21,    19  9  3 


Paul  Wallace,   General  Manager 
San  Francisco  Shopping  Centre 
365  Market  Street,  Box  A 
San  Francisco,    CA  S4103 

Re:      Letter  of  Agreement;   Disabled  Access  Issues 

San  Francisco  Shopping  Centre,   365  Market  Street 

Dear  Mr .   V.7a  1 1  a  c  e  : 

It  was  a  pleasure  meeting  ycu,  Robert  Cady  and  Mssrs.  Braun  and 
Lima  this  past  Monday  morning  at  the  San  francisco  Shopping  Centre 
to  review  first  hand  the  progress  you  have  made  in  working  towards 
the  elimination  of  some  of  the  disabled  access  deficiencies  which 
the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  (B3I)  has  called  to  your 
attention . 

We  understand  the  importance  of  having  this  building  in  compliance 
with   state   access   requirements   since   you   are    in   the  process  of' 


obtaining  permits  for  remodeling  on  another  floor  or  floors.  Asr  a 
matter  of  policy,  B3I  will  not  issue  new  building  permits  on  a  site 
when  there  are  access  deficiencies  related  to  paths  of  travel  or 
sanitary  facilities  that  serve  the  area  of  proposed  remodeling  or 
serve  the  site  in  general. 

It  is,  therefore,  our  purpose  and  intent  to  clearly  delineate  those 
work  items  that  are  mutually  agreed  upon  as  requiring  attention; 
to  set  a  time  specific  for  completing  those  work  items;  and  to 
execute  this  letter  of  agreement  that  such  work  will  be 
accomplished  by  the  dates  indicated.  In  exchange  for  executing 
this  agreement,  BBI  is  prepared  to  review  current  and/or  future 
remodeling  plans  to  this  site  and  to  issue  building  permits  for 
such  remodeling  work  provided  that  agreed-upon  remedial  work  is 
undertaken  and  prosecuted  in  a  continuous  and  diligent  manner. 

Reference  is  made  to  331' s  letter  dated  January  22,  1993,  signed  by 
Laurence  M.  Kornfield  that  details  a  list  of  thirty-six  items  of 
disabled  access  deficiencies.  It  is  understood  and  agreed  that 
required  work  relative  to  each  item  is  as  follows. 

Item  1.     Kenneth  Cole  Stairway.       Lacks  a  handrail  on  south  side 
of  stairs.     Either  provide  handrail  or  extend  floor  as 
display  area  to  reduce  stair  width. 

Item  2.     Kenneth  Cole  Entry  Door  Panel.       Provide  a  smooth  panel 
around  protruding  cylinder  locks. 
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Item  3 .     Kenneth  Cole  Door  Ccenino  Pressure.      Door  required  a 

horizontal  force  of  1.5 #  to  open.  Adjust  for  a  maximum 
opening  force  of  8  .  5# ." 


Item  4 


Accessible  Entry 


Kenneth  Cole  Store. 


Centre  management  vill  continue  to  monitor  and  ensure 
lift  is  available  and  accessible  during  all  centre  hours 
of  business. 


Item  5.    Main  Building  Elevators.     Retrofit  at  least  two  elevators 
(j7  and  a  Nordstrcms  Express)   with  correct  control 
buttons.     Provide  directional  signage  to  these  two 
elevators  from  building  directories  and  information 
booths  and  identify  by  H/C  logo  adjacent  to  elevators  the 
accessible  ones. 


Item  6.     Concourse  Maintenance  of  Non  Slip  Ramos .     Provide  from 
the  consultant,  Smith-Emery,  documentation  that  treatment 
(Iron  Stone  Floor  Finish)  of  smooth  marble  flooring  will 
provide  a  slip-resistant  surface  equivalent  to  a  medium 
salted  concrete  finish.     Additionally,  documentation 
should  indicate  frequency  of  application.     Also  provide 
a  statement  from  the  maintenance  subcontractor  that  the 
material  is  being  applied  in  accordance  with  manufac- 
turers requirements  including  frequency  of  application. 


Item  12. 

Item  13. 

Item  14 
Item  15 


Item 

7 . 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work  Completed 

Item 

3 . 

Mall 

Toilets . 

This  item  mostly 

plastic  protective  angles  over 

Item 

9. 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work  Completed. 

Item 
Item 

10. 
11. 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work  Completed. 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work  Completed. 

Install 


Max's  Cafe  -  Entry  Door.  install  a  transitional  flange 
over  door  kickplate  or  relocate  cylinder  lock  to  adjacent 
fixed  panel. 

Max'Cafe  -  main  Entry  Door.  Door  opening  pressure  tested 
15#  —  adjust  for  maximum  opening  force  of  8. 5#*. 

Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 

Max's  Cafe  -  Stairway  to  Mezzanine.       Height  of 
handrail  at  westside  of  stair  to  be  between  30"  and  34" 
above  nose  of  treads  to  match  handrail  at  east  side  of 
stairs . 


Item  16.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed 
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Item  17-.    '-Item  Approved  -  ■  Work  Completed. 


Item 

13  . 

Item 

Approved  - 

Work 

Completed . 

Item 

19  . 

Item 

Approved  - 

Work 

Completed . 

Item  20.     Clearance  Under  Lavatory.  Clearance  3"  back  is  26-5/3" 

while  required  to  be  27".  Although  technically  a 

violation,  E3I  accepts  as  adequate  and  no  further  work 
required  this  item. 

•  item  21.       Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 


Item  22.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 

Item  23.     Max's  Cafe  Directional  Signing  to  Elevator /Toi lets . 

Lower  directional  sign  at  rear  entrance  and  add  a  sign 
with  H/C  loco  reading  "RESTROOMS"  AND  "ELEVATOR"  at 
elevator  door. 


Item  24.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Com.oleted. 


Item 

25 . 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work 

Completed . 

Item 

26  . 

Item 

Approved 

-  Work 

Completed . 

Item  27.     Max's  Cafe,   Elevator  Self-Level ina .     Adjust  elevator  to 
level  within  1/2"  of  the  landing. 

Item  23.     Max's  Cafe,   Control  Buttons  in  Li  ft /Elevator  Car.  Some 
research  is  needed  on  definition  of  "lift"  versus 
"elevator".       Generally,  though,   it  is  believed  that 
all  aspects  of  this  elevator  or  lift  must  comply  with 
CAC,   Title  24,   Part  2,   Disabled  Access  Regulations, 
including        but  net  necessarily  limited  to  —  control 
buttons,  hall  lanterns,  power  assisted  doors,  buttons  on 
both  sides,   etc.     There  may  be  relief  for  size  of  car 
since  it  is  an  existing  elevator/lift. 

Item  29.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 

Item  30.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 

Item  31.     Max's  Cafe,   Car  -  Hoistwav  Power  -  Activated  Doors. 
See  Item  23  above. 


Item  32.     Max's  Cafe.   Illuminated  Elevator  Control  Buttons. 
See  Item  No.   2  8  above. 


Item  33.     Item  Approved  -  Work  Completed. 

Item  34.     Max's  Cafe,  Hall  Lanterns.      (See  Item  28  above.)  Will 
research  alternative  of  interior  flashing  lights. 

f&f) 
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Item  35.      Item  Approved  -  Work  completed. 

Item  36.     Max's  Cafe:      Fire  Doors  at  Rear  Exit  Corridor.     Add  a 

sign  on  rear  side  of  door  "This  door  to  remain  unlocked 
during  business  hours." 

It  is  further  agreed  that  all  work  items  shall  be  completed  and 
inspected  on  or  before  June  15,  1993  ,  excepting  that  Items  5  and  23 
shall  be  completed  by  August  1,  1993. 

Failure  of  the  owner  to  perform  the  agreed  upon  work  and/or  failure 
to  pursue  the  work  in  a  diligent  manner  may  result  in  abatement 
action  being  taken  by  this  office  and  may  further  result  in  the 
Bureau  withholding  plan  checking  services  or  permits  from  other 
remodeling  applications. 

A.gain,  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  your  courtesy  and  cooperation  in 
this  matter  and  do  feel  free  to  call  me  at  558-6095  or  the  Code 
Enforcement  Division  at  554-3742  if  we  can  be  of  assistance  in  any 
way  towards  helping  you  to  accomplish  the  above  work  and  bring  this 
important  San  Francisco  business  into  compliance  with  minimum  state 
access  regulations. 

Recognition  and  acceptance  of  this  agreement  is  mutually  agreed  to 
by  the  San  Francisco  Centre  and  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
as  signified  below. 


cc.     Richard  J.  Guggenhime 
L.  L.  Litchfield 
Dot  Y.  Yee 

Laurence  M.  Kornfield 
Microfilm  Address  File 


Paul  Wallace  ~  fteil 
General  Manager  /Assi 
San  Francisco  Centre 


NGR/ml 


titysnd  County  of  San  Fi«ncisco  department  of  Public  Works 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco.  CA.  94102 

% 

January  22,  1993 


San  Francisco  Shopping..  Centre 
c/o  U.   S.  Power  San  Francisco,  Inc. 
865  Market  St.,   Box  A 
San  Francisco,    CA  94103 

Re:      8  65  Market  Street 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

On  December  16,  1992  an  inspection  was  made  of  the  above  property 
in  response  to  a  complaint  regarding  a  possible  lack  of  required 
disabled  access  features  in  this  building.  The  inspection  revealed 
the  following  violations  of  Title  24 , Calif ornia  Administrative  Code 
and  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code. 

Kenneth  Cole/5th  St.   Entrance  to  Mall 

1.  The  stairway  between  levels  of  retail  display  is  lacking 
handrails,    Section  3306(j.l)l,   Title  24. 

2.  The  entry  door  to  Kenneth  Cole  does  not  provide  a  10"  high 
smooth  panel  on  the  push  side,   Section  3304    (i.3),   Title  24. 

3.  The  entry  door  to  Kenneth  Cole  requires  more  than  8-1/2  lb.  of 
pressure  to  open,   Section  3304 (i. 2)1,   Title  24. 

4.  The  accessible  entry  at  this  location  is  not  maintained  in  an 
unlocked  and  accessible  manner  at  all  times  that  the  mall  is 
open  to  the  public  and/or  employees. 

Main  Building  Elevators 

5.  The  elevator  control  buttons  in  the  car  are  not  raised  1/8" 
above  the  surrounding  surface,   Section  5103  (d.l)4.B, 
Title  24. 

Concourse 

6.  Provide  documentation  of  maintenance  of  non-slip  ramps  at  main 
level. 

Wheelchair  Lift  Between  San  Francisco  Centre  and  Emporium  Store 

7.  The  wheelchair  lift  is  not  maintained  in  working  order, 
Government  Code  Section  4450,  Section  104 (d) ,  San  Francisco 
Building  Code. 
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Mall  Toilet  Rooms   (Men's  and  Ladies  Typical) 

8.  The    lavatory    counters    have    sharp    and    abrasive  surfaces 
underneath,   Section  1504   (b) ,  Title  24. 

9.  The  faucet  controls  do  not  remain  open  for  10  seconds,  Section 
1504 (c) ,   Title  24 . 

10.  The  hot  water  pipes  under  the  lavatories  are  not  insulated, 
Section  2504(b),  Title  24. 

Concourse  Toilet  Rooms   (Men's  and  Ladies  Typical) 

11.  The  hot  water  pipes  under  the  lavatories  are  not  insulated, 
Section  1504(b),  Title  24. 


Max's  Cafe,  General 


12.  The  main  entry  door  does  not  provide  a  10"  high  smooth  panel 
on  the  push  side  due  to  a  projecting  lock  cylinder,  Section 
3304  (i. 3)  ,   Title  24  . 

13.  The  main  entry  door  requires  more  than  8-1/2  lb.  of  pressure 
to  open,   Section  3304(i.2)l,   Title  24. 

14.  The  stairway  to  the  mezzanine  does  not  provide  contrasting 
color  stripes  which  are  at  least  2"  wide,  Section  3306 (r), 
Title  24. 


15.  The  stairway  to  the  mezzanine  has  one  handrail  which  is  not 
mounted  between  3  0"  and  34"  above  the  nosings  of  the  treads, 
Section  3306 ( j . 1) 2 . A,   Title  24. 

16.  The  dining  counter  on  the  main  floor  does  not  have  a  section 
which  is  lowered  for  persons  with  disabilities,  Section 
611(d)3,   Title  24. 

Max's  Cafe.   Toilet  Room 


17.  The   toilet   room   door   symbols    are   not    1/4"    thick,  Section 
511.1(a)6,  Title  24. 

18.  The  toilet  room  door  is  lacking  an  "International  Symbol  of 
Accessibility",  Section  522(b),  Title  24. 
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Max's  Cafe,   Toilet  Room,  Cont/d. 

19.  The  grab  bar  beside  the  water  closet  does  not  extend  24"  in 
front  of  the  fixture,   Section  511.1(a) 9. A,  Title  24. 

20.  The  lavatory  does  not  provide  27"  clearance  underneath  8"  back 
from  the  front  of  the  apron,   Section  1504(a),  Title  24. 

21.  The  toilet  room  does  not  provide  room  for  a  wheelchair 

30"  x  48"  to  enter  and  permit  the  door  to  close,  •  "Section 
511.1(a)8,   Title  24. 

Max's  Cafe,  Mezzanine  Elevator 

22.  The  door  leading  to  the  elevator  does  not  provide  a  level  and 
clear  area  on  the  swing  side  which  extends  18"  beyond  the 
strike  edge,   Section  3304    (i.l)2.C,   Title  24. 

23.  There  is  inadequate  signage  directing  the  disabled  to  the 
toilet  room  or  elevator,   Section  522 (b)l,   Title  24. 

24.  The  elevator  is  locked  and  not  available  for  unassisted  use, 
Government  Code  Section  4450. 

25.  The  elevator  is  not  being  maintained  in  a  safe  and  sanitary 
condition,   Section  104(d),   San  Francisco  Building  Code. 

26.  The  threshold  at  the  elevator  door  is  more  than  1/2"  above  the 
landing,   Section  3304  (i. 1)1,  Title  24. 

27.  The  elevator  is  not  self  leveling  to  within  1/2"  of  the 
landings,   Section  5103 (d. 1)1,   Title  24. 

28.  The  elevator  control  buttons  in  the  car  are  not  raised  1/3" 
above  the  surrounding  surface,  Section  5103 (d. 1) 4 . 3 ,  Title  24. 

29.  The  elevator  control  buttons  in  the  car  do  not  provide  Braille 
symbols  under  the  raised  arabic  numerals,  Section 
5103 (d. 1)4. B,   Title  24. 

30.  The  elevator  door  jambs  do  not  provide  arabic  and  Braille 
symbols  on  each  side,  Section  5103 (d. 1)8,  Title  24. 

31.  The  car  and  hoistway  elevator  doors  are  not  power  activated, 
Section  5103 (d. 1)2,  Title  24. 
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Max's  Cafe,   Mezzanine  Elevator,  Cont'd. 

32.  The  elevator  control  buttons  are  not  illuminated,  Section 
5103 (d. 1) 4 .B,   Title  24. 

33.  The  elevator  control  panel  does  not  provide  a  star  symbol  next 
to  the  exit  floor  button,   Figure  51-B,   Title  24. 

34.  The  elevator  does  not  provide  hall  lanterns,  Section 
5103(d.l)7,   Title  24. 

Max's  Cafe .''  Maintenance 

35.  Two  stairways  in  the  rear  exit  corridor  are  lacking  handrails, 
Section  104(d)  and  Section  3306 (i),  San  Francisco  Building 
Code . 


ft 


36.  Fire  doors  off  the  rear  exit  corridor  are  propped  open  or  not 
functioning  properly,  Section  104 (d) ,  San  Francisco  Building 
Code. 


Notices  of  Violation  were  issued  on  December  31,   1992  and 
January  22,    1993.      As  mandated  by  Government  Code  Section  4452, 
corrective  action  on  all  listed  violations  must  commence  no  later 
than  ninety   (90)   days  following  this  Notice  of  Violation. 

Failure  to  take  such  necessary  action  will  result  in  abatement 
action  by  this  office.  For  further  information  or  assistance, 
please  contact  Building  Inspector  Jim  Whipple  at  554-8742  from 
8:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 


Very  truly  yours, 


JW:ml 

Enclosures 

cc:     Robert  Cady 

Maoe  TJoe,  BID 
Joe  Simmons,  SFUSD 


L.  L.  Litchfield,  PE 
Superintendent 


By: 


Laurenc 
Chief  B 
Code  En 


Konjf  ield 

spector 
Division 
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•  Lie.  No.  29S5S7  •  4'<5-871-lS62  •  Fax  4',£-67V,6-.7 


j  September. 23/  1993  :!J 

'i-Kxr.  | Paul  Wallace  ' i^:  . 

j  c/o  U . S .  Power ;  San  Francisco  ;Xnc »•]:••'•  [•]:'; 
■  $o!5  ;Market ^street,  •  Eovc  A        v  :'  ■ 
i  San  jPrancisco,  CA ,  '  9  4103  '    .  i*-  - .     f  j:-;  /. 

••;  Ke:  ;5th  Street  Entrance  |f  ; 

•;i  CkSaa?  Paul ,  ';:.''      -j-T  \ 

'i;W'^;'a're  .pleased  to'  provide' iyoir  with/^^vdq^t  estimate  to  provide  one 
;i;  hydraulic'  2  stop-elevator  as: $^&#£i;:space  plans  as  prepared 

; '  by  Harrison  Architects,        .  ■ :' ';^S'pr!';'  :-  ^ 


i  Cur  'scope  of  '.work  is  as  follows;. M- -Li  • 

i  .  >  .  :    ■-  :-:U:  ^^  AUr  ,.-. : 

.  j  Construction  .  barricades,^.  .':±^^orary; 
{.  lighting,:  f  inish:- 'surface '  protect lt^;p|;;'^ '!'  [  ■/ 


power,  construction 
$  5,730. 


■j  2.  Demolition:  '.  I;..'  if.' 

i.  i":    '  At'  Remove  existing  brass;  ar^'jg&ksj,  rails ,  marble  at  the:  1st 


Floor  and  Concourse  Area's.: 


$  4,912 


Bl  Saw  ciut  and  remove;  thje\  co^i;§t«*  ;slab  and  metal  decking  at 
the  Entry  •  level  and  lst;T3'ooiri^^el>  \ 

I       .  '!•.-•:'    .•;  .j.  i  -  :     .  • 

z\-  Provide  .  structural  ,shcr^^;|^or  the  steel  structure  to 
accommodate  V  the; '  removalvibr^^^el;,;  framing  members  at  •  the 
mezzanine  and  1st  floor-: '"^^p00M$f^%  elevator  shaft  will  be 

located.1  -;  '    :l;':' '?,;'''#: f;f!  : •  !•' 


if!  3v. 


Di  Remove  the  structural!  '■■  st^#ii&iit33er.s '  at ■  .the  proposed  shaft 
location;  ! -'  prp:  !  $19,642* 

Relocate  existing  KPSEl  e  1  ei&shti^l -dectyn  <&odat  e  the  proposed 
ii-  ^haft  location.  '  •'     ■'':•'■'.;  v-<g<  p-.f  - ;"; 

r-A.  Plumbing  . lines:  At.  the -^e^t^nti  ;su'ace  below. 

:  Bi  Electrical:  At  the . T^'s'afci^ft^Sa':  belcw. 

■  •      ,  ..  •  :.  ^  V  •  $1  ;l/4:'  ;  \' 

:'.  Ci  Fire-  Sprinklers:':  At ' t)*$ -$%!feg3..Space  below. 

i    :     .!••■  vl- ::':  '  $  72,000.  ; 

Structural;,' Steel:  :  - mx^fJ"  1 

Bi-.S-  .'i  Ai"  Install  new;  structural ste'^ii^. the  elevator  pit,  1st  flodr 
p.j  jV  :j  framirigvfrahd^supporb  radiis-^^       !'■•■  i   .   '  '  '  ''  'r. 


;^.'; 
•f  i.  : 


•  •  j  *.  ..  ;  j.  1 


200  so.  spruce  AvopuftJ^^?;;^^?^^*'-^0- w  ?AC0° 

"...      .  •    •    •.  \^?:k&w\w&v  •>!-'  '   


—  2  -4-  —  S«  3  FRI 


■=»  :  1  4 


•  ii 


;  September  23,  199  3 
Kir  . '  Paul  Wallace 
5f;h'-;Street  Entrance 

:'  Page  2 


ii  • 


B.  Concrete  at  the  elevator 
openings:1  as  required.  :''\ 


tilt, ,  .  pour   back   at   the  rioor 


c.  Apply  spray  on  fire  proofing. 
D.  Necessary  special  insp.cC'fvt;6|ojss . 


$  51,000. 


5«  Elevator  Sh a  ft /Equ  ip-jncnt  Kooai  -v ;  ji  ■ 
.'.        :  A.  Install  Elevator  shaf t;i: v'i^i! ■"door-  frames  at  the  landings. 

■  B.  Provide- :  for  an  elevator  { pfceri  t  room,  at  the  Concourse 
i  -  A.    .Level  with  a  raised  strueiut&;X!  Moor  .  $  23,500'. 

■';  ;  •■;  ■:      '•  i!  • 

6.  Elevator:  .  :  !i  ■  • 

.■  A.  Provide  for  a  two  stop;  npl^i ess  hydraulic  elevator. 
'V  ■.  .  .:  B.  Electrical  power  as  required*  ■■■  ; 

'    ;  C.  Fire  protection  at  thale-^i^ant/roozn.        $  58,400. 

7.  Architectural  Finishes:  P.ep<;i.r:  t^|3;  Architectural  Finishes'  at  the 
1st  Floor  and  Concourse  Levsl .  J:  jj •■■  ; 

A.  Drywall  partitions,  c-eiii^di?;j  : 

B.  Lighting.  • :- :  ;'!  H  -j  / 

C.  Wood  -  trial,  painting.  ij 

D.  Marbie , . -carpeting..  • -:  ji  :..  •  $  35,000. 

3,  Architectural,  Structural,  Elects*  c;a.l  and  Mechanical  Engineering 


;  -!!; " 


: .:  f  ees. 

•  .  1 1  ■ 

10,  Plan  :chedc  and  Building  Permit;  'bees ,  . 


$  14,500. 
$  3,300, 


11.  Progressive  clean  up,  deoris  rrckpvaJL , ;  safety,  tool  and 
equipment- rental.  : ?      :'  $  17,337. 


12,  i:  supervision,  layout,  telephone^ 
:■;  13 .  Contractor's  Fee.  :. ! 


Project  Management. 

$  21,672. 

:; .  •  $  33,000. 


•TOTAL  BUDGET  BSraS&gSfc  MS3yOQ0  TO  $380,000 
If  you  have  any  questions ,  pleasa vc^'not  hesitate  to  contact  me. 


Sincerely, 


•  M 

.  ir 


i.el  Braun 
,;' General  Manager 


.  ,Se»ten*per  20,.:  3.993  ':  .' .;\ •  I 

&r .  Paul :  Wallace                          \  ■■  !  . 

'  %\-^ .c7o:  •  U:.  5 . '  pW&r  San  Francisco  ;  2nc'..  ::!::'  j 

i'-';;;.'-'"S'65  Market  Street,  Box  A        j     "■'■fi;]  '■■  ; 

.     San :  Franc  i'sc'Qy  CA.  94103         :   :-. .  |  ■ 

IVjTiti.i  Wheel  Ch'jaiir  Ramp  at  the  5  th;  St^-^t,  : Entrance  : 

Dear  Paul,  i  ;F*f   .  ! 

„V?<a"-  are:  pleased  to  provide  you  with::i^- budget  estimate  to  provide  a 
^.v.yheel:  phair  r&rap  at: the  center •o^-r^^Sth 'Street  entrance  extending 

:;:!iVlttto'  the  mail.1!'  common  area.'  :HV'.  ''-  !■'  u 

.Our  scope  of  work  is  as  follows: ".. 0....; 

1.  Modify  the;;  existing  door  ^uiis^t^^vea.  entry  doors. 
.  :  '  )  ' ;  i'-'.f  ~     $  1,800,00 

2,  Provide  a;  construction  barj?ic«d4;;,to  isolate  the  work  area. 

:  i?      :  i  -:- :  s^r..-.|'  $'  3,50a 

3>  Demolition:  .  !         -.ij        '  ■ 

A.  Remove-  the  marble  at  } the  -existing  stairs  and  slab  areas, 
B:.  Shored  the'  existing.' ":..\ 

C),  Remoye  the  existing,  f  ini^Wik;^^  the  tenant  spaces  below  the 
■  .  proposed  ramp  area  'td=?.f  &£il&ifci£&e  the  removal  of  the 
existing  steel-,'  i  ■/'V-^ji]':-"- 

D:4  Remove  the  existing  steel;;'!  :' 
,  !       E .  Remoye  the  existing  HP^B:rgiii?hehts  in  conflict  with  the 
:  rampVi'  j  ][  ;  I  j  '  $  82,490 

4  ,  •  Structural:  i  :''  •.•.•:'•;•■;'!    •  ! 

A,  In.stb.ll  the  new  steeli.'' 

Tn«;ta.T.  1  the!  sc-rav  'On  if  irft!:riirfe<o£ihc 


B,  Install  the  spray  on  [f  irei  ^HO^i^ 
c>  install  the  new-  metal- ■££&&ffi:&r>$  concrete. 
t>f  Provide  special  inspe^jiip^iij |.pfr^ices . 
.  E:.  Install  heavy  gauge  f  tfi&lfigjjj slid}' B^ucco  at  the  side  walls  of 
:. the  ramp .  .  ■  '  |  ;T  ^  ^c      "  ^     i  $143,200 

•  .'  5:,  Finish  '   ;-:   '-'a,'.  '  ■'  \ 

A'.  :  Replace,  the  f  in  ishes  j<it ^ena^t  spaces  below  the 
.'  >'  ':■        :  prjopb'jbed  ramp.  ■'         j  "i?rr;' : 

B.  .Patch?  the  marble.    .  :-j        x  'X':  | 

C.  Painting.  ■         'V->'"  '.:  ! 

D>  Provide  a  new  brass,  .c|4ir  <j : -trail. '' -a^cL  hand  rail. 
•  Si  :Carpejting-.at'-  the- ram^i: •!C:;j*:!v-'  •  !  $  52,950 

[y. .6*  Architectural  and  structural^ <£ej?4,5tt-.- fees,  r  r 

|;r;4r       _  j  :  ;  :    ||.     •;:  i  .      ■  ;    ■   \  y         ;r«  !.  ■■ ;  j  ££-7 

'    *  *      :  •  "  •  ••.•!*!** ! 

\»nrtni*    Ciitf^  ±*      'Crv   few**!  S?i-r.r./- 


September.  20,  1993 

Krv  ;Faul  Wallace  :.\r  •'■ 

wheel  chair  Riap  --i  t'  ..• 

Page  2  .    ■  .1:.  v- 

7.  S>lan  check  and  Building :  Persists .  $  3,300 

3  .  Supervision,  and  General .  conditio^..  J  ;  $  30,000  - 

•9->  Contractor's?  Fog.  $  36,000 

BUDGET  -ESTI&VS'sj  ;1'0  $355,000 

Notes  and  Qualifications 

1.  Please  note  that  this  proposal  r^^iwill  interfere  with 
pedestrian  traffic.  /:i' ?.';  ;- 

2.  Budget  estimate  is  based  ; on;  per t^pixiq  the  work  -  during  non-  • 
business!  hours.'  ■  ■■ ;- 'v  ■  ■f^i/'[  ■ 

'[:'''■'■ 

you  have  any :  questions ,  pleas-si  d-ojlnofc  hesitate  to  contact,  me 

.Sincerely^  . 

■.XORplZBli  SlJtf  .  ASSOCIATES ,  1'JSG.. .]  ■  ;;: "  • 

Kicnael  Br'aun   ;  -c  ' 

'General  Kanager  i'! 
Liq.No,  2*>5337 


r  p  -  2  4  -  9  3  FRI 


VorihetifSMk .  ]  1  ;  -   

i       -  <^r^CW:Cc:^'Tic:Cri' •  Lie.  No.  2G5c07  ♦  415-871-1962  •  Fax  415-871-1617 


September  21,  1933. 

;•'  Paul  Wallace-  • 

:<e^d.'!tJvSv' Power.  San  Francisco  ;  Ins :"■      j.  ; 
■  '.'  :S6S  tfarket  Street;,  Box  A        !  !  j'-'  i:X:'v 
'  ^aniFxancisco,  CA.  94103 

•    'R$:;  .ii.C.  Lift/.  5th  Street  Entraps-  rj;-.-' 
Dear  Paul , 

,-. i£e.;ere  pleased  to  provide  you^y^h:^;  revi sed  budget  quotation  to 
';fii'r|nish:..'and  install  a  new  U\b0t^p0fit.  the  Market  street  side  of 
. tfee  t ■  Gth    Street  -  entrance    pcr:;'_piii^  ;  walk    and    my  telephone 

,.;  conversation;  with : Lynn  Harrison '.civ  |S^t£Tnber  15,  1993. 

..  .  Cur  scope  of,  work  is  as  follows:' 

1*  fainted  Construction  barricsc.c^ii-to..  isolate  the  work  area, 
p':"    !:;: :  "  I  \S^^\V  ■  ;!'  $      300.  ' 

,•  2 .  Demolition :  ■: .  ".  .  c .  • 

. -  A .  Remove,;  and  save  the  exictin-g-:  r^ils  and  guard  railing. 
;'  /  ;  :  r  ■;  ' B; :  He^ove:  thei:  existing  g£^££&|  a&d  garble. 

"  C.  Remove,  the  existing  concr^v^:': slab;  and  deck  at  the  upper 
'.:  'landing,  •  \ 

: ;  D.  Saw  cut  the  granite  atV.t>t^;;^k|rsting  stairs. 
.    :  ■/.  ^}f-' .    1  $  2,200 

i/vfc*  .Structural,  steel  f racing  ; at ;'th^;.;»pdif  led  landing  and  stair' 
istructure,:  including  st'r dctu^Jl ;&psf  inSer i ng  fee. 

;  •  >lXs^n^^M.¥P  ': ' :':  '  $     4,230  . 

|  ;Hetal  stud: -f  raising,  drywali:^ar|.^';^tuc^o  finish,  at  the  interior 
k;  -"^r-iof  'the  opening':' and  The .  KennitiH^l^r Store .  Front  Sill. 

}•• ;-  ;-  ; '•;  1  !i;  $     sso.  • 

i.  .'.  'si.- .Provide  a:  new  standard  H , C )3.fch \ a  3"  pit  and  safety:  pan 
'Switch,  ' "'■  "'  ';fy "  $    9,525.  : 

.•  ..  7v  'Install  granite,  and  »arbl4 r^C3r^5|is.ir€»d>  $  5,370 

..8%.  Modify  the.  existing,  brass  ia^^g^^s-r-^ard  rail  and  the  brass 
":  'Handrail  :tb  accoisisodate i'tSe^c^^b'niigtiration .  ..  :-" 

:•"'  :  -  "•'■!'  $    5,216.  ■ 

?;.  .'painting  complete.  ;  $  '    400.  ; 

[•";■  i$l  i Progressive  clean-up,  debria^e^byali:  $  1,700. 

f ilfc J  Supervision,  layout,  miscellaneous,  labor,  building  permit,- 

H .•'  f::  Y  :  -,:  •  '  '-ij  •  $   2,350.  :i- 


3.0 


200  So.  Spruce  Avcnud  S$f.$-C?^:      r«»hc!sco.  CA  tM03(j 


rp-Sr-^-^S  FRI 
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September  24,  as  93  ■ ;  -\  ;  "•  '  |  ■ 

Hr»  Paul  Wallace  ; 

:  KC  Lift  .  | 

:  12.  Contractor's  Fee.  j  $  3,570 

BGDG23!  QQ<^^^p3s3f^ll.OO 
*       you  hays  any  questions,  p:$£a;s^j-|u£  nQyfTi.es  it  ate  to  contact  me. 

.  sincerely,  ':  '!•'•. 

KORT:p:RN  SXiil  ASSOCIATES,   IKCJ  /,     . ':  t       .  :    :  ' 


.':  Michael  Braun  •. 
•  General  Manager 
:-  Lic^Jo.  295897 


.>  ■ 

■j : :- ;' 
,f.  :. 

i :  ; 
i  •■ : 
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GROUP.  INC. 


1500  Harricon  Street,  5th  Ploor.  Oc.Mand.  CA  9<(S1 
P.O.  Box  23210.  Oakland.  CA  9^623-2321 


(510)  4\$-*CQQ 
Facsimile  (510)  419-5355 


September  21,  1993 


Mr.  Paul  Wallace 

U.S.  Power  San  Francisco 

365  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 03 

Subject:        San  Francisco  Centre 


Dear  Mr.  Wallace: 

We  have  reviewed'your  proposal  for  a  new  handicap  ramp  and  elevator  at  the  5th  Street  entry  . 
of  the  San  Francisco  Centre  Shopping  Mall  and  have  concluded  that  the  resulting  cost  and 
disruption  due  to  required  structural  modifications  make  both  the  proposed  ramp  and  elevator 
impractical. 

Constructing  the  ramp  as  proposed  requires  the  removal  and  relocation  of  a  girder  which 
supports  a  full  bay  of  structure.  Reconnection  of  the  structural  elements  currently  supported 
by  the  girder  will  require  the  addition  of  custom  built  columns  and  braces.  An  extensive 
shoring  operation  will  be  required  to  support  the  effected  bay  when  the  girder  is  removed. 
Safety  of  occupants  will  probably  require  closure  of  both  the  floor  in  question  and  the  floor 
below  during  construction. 

The  addition  of  an  elevator  at  the  5th  Street  entry  will  require  constructing  a  concrete  elevator 
pit  approximately  4  to  5  feet  deep,  strengthening  steel  beams  supporting  the  new  pit.  adding 
a  hydraulic  elevator  pipe  at  the  center  of  the  elevator  which  will  extend  several  feet  below  the 
new  pit.  We  anticipate  the  need  to  reconfigure  the  tenant  space  below  as  the  pipe  and  pit 
may  render  areas  unusable  by  the  tenant.  To  maintain  a  safe  construction  environment,  the 
tenant  will  also  need  to  be  disrupted  during  construction. 
Please  contact  me  if  you  have  any  questions  at  (510)  419-4182. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Cygna  Consulting  Engineers 


Handicap  Ramp  Retrofit  at  Ground  Floor 


Uharles  Beauvoir,  S.E. 
Project  Manager 


Be3uvoir\WaIiace.921 


eoston 


Chicago 


Oakland 


SAN  FRANCISCO  SHOPPING  CENTRE 
CONCOURSE  LEVEL 


August  6,  1993 


Sara  Bargas 

Sail  Francisco  Shopping  Centre' 
865  Market  Street,  Box  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dear  Sara: 

On  behalf  of  everyone  from  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Association  of  San  Francisco  who 
participated  in  our  1993  Access  Survey,  I'd  like  to  thank  you  for  opening  the  S,F.  Shopping 
Centre  to  our  team.  I  must  admit,  in  coming  to  the  Centre  we  were  already  prepared  for  a 
very  positive  experience  as  we  are  very  familiar  with  the  facility  and  many  of  our  staff 
members  and  consumers  with  disabilities  shop  there  regularly.  It  is  the  policy  of  UCP/SF 
not  to  patronize  establishments  that  do  not  stringently  adhere  to  Title  111  provisions  of  the 
ADA.  We  would  not  have  been  able  hold  our  annual  Casual  Day  Reception  on  the 
concourse  level  of  the  mall,  unless  we  had  complete  confidence  of  the  accessibility  and 
conformity  of  the  facility.  For  the  past  two  years  we  have  invited  dozens  of  volunteers, 
board  members,  friends  and  parents  and  children  with  disabilities  to  join  us  for  the  party  and 
we  never  heard  anything  but  positive  comments  about  the  space.  Additionally,  many  people 
leave  the  party  and  shop  once  they  realize  how  accommodating  the  Centre  is  to  their  needs. 


During  the  Access  Survey,  we  were  very  impressed  upon  learning  that  when  a  store  signs  a 
lease  to  become  a  tenant  of  the  Centre,  it  must  also  sign  a  document  pledging  to  make  all 
accommodations  necessary  to  conform  to  the  ADA.  It  is  obvious  that  this  policy  is  enforced 
rigorously  and  that  the  retailers  of  the  Centre  have  heeded  it  with  great  attention  to  detail  and 
the  needs  of  their  disabled  clientele.  We  are  indeed  grateful  to  have  fostered  a  relationship 
with  the  Centre  and  proud  to  endorse  the  enterprise  as  shining  example  of  a  public  space 
which  truly  serves  all  the  public. 


Yours  very  truly, 


Martha  Nissen 
Development  Coordinator 


United  Cerebral  Palsy  Association 
of  San  Francisco 


1435  Market  Street,  Second  Floor 

San  Francisco,  California  94103  ... 
Telephone:  (415)  255-0101,  TTY:  (415)  255-1047  \J  U^ 


1  f  \ 
i  L  ) 

101,  TTY:  (415)  255-1047 

A  United  Way  Agency 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFltt  OP  THE  SECXfTAAY 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

&<?  Director's  Order 
CjH!  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
I  7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

l~l  ABSENT 
l~J  PRESENT 


Appellant       Helen  M.  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 

Address  c/o    Helen  M.  Wolins  

1030    Lake  Street  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


PROPERTY  ADD  RES  S_ 
BLOCK       t  ^47 


1030  Lake  Street 
LOT  QQ5 


HEARING  DATE        September  22,  1993 


APPEAL  NUMBER 
INSPECTOR 


6492 


Robert  Noelke,  CED 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days, 
be  on  October  27,  1993. 


The  next  Hearing  will 


cc: 


REHEARING; 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq- 
60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl-,  Ste.  207 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Neil  G . -Rains ,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 
Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.  .  Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Em. 260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED:      October  20,  1993 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


450  Mr AT lister  St.,  Root  101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


/X  /    Director's  Order 

/  /    Franchise  Tax  Board 

/  /    Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  Hearing 


/  / 
/X  / 


ABSENT 
PRESENT 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


Appellant 
Address 


Helen  M.  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 

c/o  Helen  M.  Wolins  

1030  Lake  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  1347 


1030  Lake  St. 


LOT  005 


HEARING  DATE    August  25 ,  1993 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6492  

INSPECTOR 


Robert  Noelke 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  September  22,  1993. 

cc:     Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq. 

60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl.,  Ste  207 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Acting  Secretary 


REHEARING:    Pursuant  to  Sec.  203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the 

Abatement  Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has 
been  rendered,  provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the 
Board  at  that  time  will  be  final.    Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at 
Rm.  260,  1390  Market  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

DATE  MAILED:     September  9,  1993 


(30 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


ftCE  OP  THE  SECRETARY 
RjPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jsellant ' s  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Helen  M  Wolins  Inter-Viv  Tr 
c/o  Helen  M  Wolins 

■      1030  Lake  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Dace:       August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1 X  |      Director's  Order 

\      [      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

j      {      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1030  Lake  St. 


BLOCK  1347 


LOT  005 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


6492        S-NC-DEQ  DA 


Robert  Noelke 


air  Appellant: 

'lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

July  21,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  25,  1993 

Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

:  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
■trtmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
amenta  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:«.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
n  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:    Charlotte  H.  Huggins,  Esq. 

60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Bl. ,  Ste  207 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Abate 


Bains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  is  sent  to 


215  (Rev.  9/87)  :  ~ 

;I>)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
demerit  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

390  Market  SL  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

In  Francisco,  CA  941Q2        0F  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 
I  FILING  FEE:  $ 

|  —  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


HELEN  WOLINS   Appeal  Number   

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 
 fi/nq/QI  - 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      1030  Lake  Street  , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        6  dwelling  units  and  -U- 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

Requirement  that  owner  replace  internal  apartment  doors  (6) 
with  different  glass,  cover  with  plexiglas,  or  otherwise 
change  internal  doors  to  meet  code  requirements  re  security. 


(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. ) 
LIFETIME  MORITORIUM  requested.     Nature  and  quality  of  entire 
building  would  be  adversely  affected;   financial  hardship  for 
owner,  who  is  retired  and  on  a  fixed  income;   tenants  and  owner 
all  feel  that  their  security  is  not  at  issue;   thick  glass/nubbed 
glass  already  exists  on  internal  doors. 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    ^n?x/agent ,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above      CHARLOTTE  H.    HUGGINS ,    ESQ.  > 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

60  E.    SIR  FRANCIS  DRAKE  BOULEVARD,    SUITE  207,   LARKSPUR  CA  94939 


Tel.  No.  416/461-4760 


Date  7/16/93 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 
CHARLOTTE  H. .HUGGINS 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone   (415)  554-8742.) 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


Wood  Island,  Suite  207  ♦  60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard  ♦  Larkspur,  California  94939 
Telephone:  415  461.4760  Facsimile:  415  461.8038 

July  16,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement: 

Order  No:   162011:  1030  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Enclosed  please  find  an  Appeal  from  the  Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,  1993.  Also  enclosed  is  Helen  Wolins'  (owner  of  property) 
personal  check,  No.  238  in  the  amount  of  $64.60  to  cover  your 
filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative"  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,  or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward  to  a  prompt  resolution. 

Sincerely, 

7, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


m  j 


May  27,  1993 


John  E.  Cribbs,  Director 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspections 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94103 


Dear  Mr.  Cribbs: 

My  landlady,  Helen  Wolins,  has  asked  for  my  assistance  with  regard  to  the 
pending  matters  before  your  department.  The  upcoming  hearing  before  the  department 
concerns  certain  code  requirements  for  internal  apartment  doors. 


I  am  enclosing  for  the  department's  review  and  consideration,  copies  of  letters 


from  the  tenants  of  1030  Lake  Street,  which  include  myself.  All  but  one  of  these  letters 
were  written  two  years  ago,  when  this  matter  first  arose.  However,  we  all  feel  that  the 
views  expressed  in  our  letters  two  years  ago  still  stand  true  today. 

I  will  be  present  at  the  June  9  hearing  with  Mrs.  Wolins.  Other  tenants  may 
also  choose  to  appear. 


Thank  you  for  your  anticipated  attention  to  the  enclosed  letters. 


Re: 


1030  Lake  Street;  Helen  Wolins,  owner 

Order  Number:  161298 

Hearing  Date:  June  9.  1993.  10:00  A.M. 


Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:  Helen  Wolins 


1030  LAKE  STREET.  APT.  4    •    SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94118 


24  May  1993 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspections 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  CA  9410  3 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  have  been  informed  by  Mrs.  Helen  Wolins ,  our 
landlady,  that  she  has  been  cited  to  appear  regarding 
a  recent  inspection  and  citation  for  alleged  inappro- 
priate glass  panes  on  the  apartment  doors  and  for 
fire  code  violations. 

First,  a  little  on  my  background,   to  give  you  a 
better  perspective:     I  am  a  security  manager  for  a 
large  financial  institution,  with  over  30  years  of 
experience  in  the  security  and  safety  fields.  My 
most  recent  assignment  was  as  project  manager  for  the 
security  of  the  US  embassy  in  Lima,  Peru,  supervising 
350  armed  security  officers  and  the  physical  security 
of  the  embassy.     Presently  I  am  managing  a  security 
department  and  am  quite  up  to  par  with  security  re- 
quirements . 

Although  it  is  commendable  of  the  city  to  take  the 
time  to  inspect  the  building  for  safety  issues,  please 
allow  me  to  disagree  with  the  requirements,  as  the 
present  doors  are  quite  adequate,  and  meet  my  standards. 
The  woodwork  is  quite  solid,   the  glass  panes  are  thick 
and  ail  the  doors  have  two-way  dead  bolts.     The  glass 
panes  also  give  the  tenant  a  clearer  viev;  of  who  is 
outside  the  doors,   something  peepholes  do  not  give 
because  of  their  limited  field  of  view. 

I  have  been  a  tenant  since  1984  and  although  I  was 
abroad  for  four  years,  my  apartment  and  its  contents 
was  not  disturbed  once,   mainly  because  either  Mrs. 
Wolins  or  one  of  the  other  tenants  was  always  around, 
watching  over  the  building. 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Page  2,    24  May  9  3 


This  building  is  quite  beautiful  the  way  it  is .  I 
would  not  appreciate  changing  any  of  the  wood  or 
glassworks,  which  add  so  much  to  the  appearance  of 
the  building  and  to  the  apartments.     Although  I  do 
appreciate  the  city's  interest  in  my  behalf,  please 
consider  our  opinions  as  the  payers  of  the  rent. 

This  is  a  good  residential  area,  all  the  neighbors 
watch  out  for  each  other.     As  to  the  fire  codes,  the 
building  has  a  proper  fire  alarm  system,  there  are 
full  and  active  fire  extinguishers  available  and  there 
are  fire  escapes  available  to  each  apartment. 

Finally,  please  consider  the  saying,   "If  it  is  not 
broken,  don't  fix  it." 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 
Sincerely , 


.*y  fjcj^^Jd^^L.  .      


fait    J^A^CC;     C<hryt^c^     ClilstU>Cj/&.  ^a^CL  j     ^U.^^z.  6o 

(s^^^zS^^tL^Lj   /ruzj    flatten   ^^^La^LC-^  dJ^ fa^/v^ ' &  X>&jb.^u  &uJIj. 


Charlotte  Huggins 
1030  Lake  Street,  #1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 

May  15,  1991 


TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 

I  have  been  a  tenant  at  10  30  Lake  Street,  Apt.  1,  San 
Francisco  for  11  years,  since  May  of  1980.  The  building  is  one 
of  the  most  architecturally  beautiful  and  well  maintained 
apartment  buildings  I  have  ever  seen  in  my  3  9  years  as  a  San 
Franciscan.  I  never  lived  in  an  apartment  before  moving  to  Lake 
Street.  I  understand  that  the  City  is  considering  requiring  Mrs. 
Wolins,  the  landlady,  of  our  building,  to  replace  or  remove  the 
apartment  doors  as  the  City  is  concerned  about  possible  burglary 
or  safety.  Unlike  some  apartment  buildings,  this  is  truly  a 
home.  Mrs.  Wolins,  her  daughter,  Mary  Owens  and  myself  are  all 
long  term  tenants.  Out  of  the  four  of  us,  I  am  the  shortest-term 
tenant . 


All  of  the  apartment  doors  are  heavy  wood  with  glass 
panes  which  are  textured  and,  in  my  opinion,  quite  thick.  There 
have  been  no  instances  of  any  burglary  or  attempts  during  my 
tenancy,  save  one,  which  we  believe  was  an  "inside"  job.  There 
were  no  forcible  signs  of  entry. 


No  one  in  the  building  in  the  entire  11  years  that  I 
have  lived  there  has  taken  any  steps  to  cover  up  the  glass. 
Several  years  ago  I  covered  my  front  door  with  fabric,  but  soon 
thereafter  removed  it  for  a  number  of  reasons.  These  reasons 
included  the  fact  that  no  light  came  into  the  apartment  hallway, 
and  when  the  curtain  was  up  I  could  not  tell  whether  there  was 
anyone  outside  of  the  door.  It  is  a  distinct  advantage  to  have 
the  ability  to  see  the  outline  of  people  behind  the  door. 

The  entire  building  is  unique  in  many  ways.  The 
apartment  doors  match  all  of  the  wood  throughout  the  building. 
Every  apartment  has  wood  moldings  in  the  hall  and  the  living  and 
dining  rooms.  This  same  wood  extends  to  the  common  hallway  and 
lobby . 

In  my  personal  opinion,  which  I  believe  is  shared  by 
all  of  the  tenants,  is  that  it  would  be  a  travesty  to  remove  or 
replace  anything  in  this  building.  Mrs.  Wolins  has  owned  the 
building  for  decades  and  does  an  impeccable  job  of  maintaining 
the  building.  She  washes  the  lobby  every  weekend,  changes  the 
flowers  in  the  lobby  with  the  seasons,  and  generally  keeps  every 
nook  and  cranny  cleaner  than  the  finest  hotel. 

I  hope  that  the  City  will  see  clear  to  allow  this 
amazing  building  and  our  home  to  remain  as  we  have  grown  to  love 
it. 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 

Attorney  at  Law 


A/ood  Island,  Suite  207 
fELEPHONE:  415  461.4760 


60  E.  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard 


Larkspur,  California  94939 
Facsimile:  415  461.8038 


July  16,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
4  60  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     Order  of  Abatement 

Order  No:   162011;   1030  Lake  Street 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Enclosed  please  find  an  Appeal  from  the  Order  of 
Abatement  issued  by  the  Department  of  Pubic  Works  on  or  about  June 
18,  1993.  Also  enclosed  is  Helen  Wolins'  (owner  of  property) 
personal  check,  No.  238  in  the  amount  of  $64.60  to  cover  your 
filing  fees. 

I  further  enclose  copies  of  letters  previously  submitted 
by  the  undersigned  and  tenants  of  the  property  located  at  103  0  Lake 
Street.  A  review  of  the  file  on  this  property  will  reveal  that 
photographs  of  the  alleged  "violative11  doors,  as  well  as  duplicate 
copies  of  the  enclosed  letters  were  submitted  to  the  Board  at  the 
June  9,  1993  hearing.  I  request  that  the  Appeals  Board  view  the 
pictures  as  well  as  thorougly  review  the  file  in  this  matter. 

Mrs.  Wolins  is  desirous  of  applying  for  a  LIFETIME 
MORITORIUM,  waiving  the  order  of  abatement  until  such  time  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  dies,  or  the  property  changes  title. 

We  look  forward'  to  a  prompt  resolution. 

Sincerely, 


Charlotte  H.  Huggins 


CHH/erk 

Enclosures 

cc:     Helen  Wolins 


Sa\  Mateo  County 

Special  Education  Local  Pl&m  Area 


Mateo  Couniy  Office  of  Education   •   333  Main  Street  •  Redwood  City,  CA  94063-1782   •   (415)363-5478   •   FAX  [4 1 5]  363=5436 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


May  13,  1991 


To  Whom  It  may  Concern: 

Helen  Wolins,  my  landlady  at  1030  Lake  Street  has  informed  me  that  recent 
building  code  ammendents  require  that  she  re-model  the  current  entry 
doors  to  the  six  (6)  apartments  in  this  building. 

I  am  writing  in  support  of  Helen  Wolins'  petition  for  an  exemption  to  these 
code  requirements  and  to  request  that  we  be  allowed  to  retain  our  doors, 
"as  is." 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  this  building  since  1977.  At  no  time  during  my 
residency  have  I  felt  that  the  window  panes  in  the  doors  were  unsafe  or  left 
me  unprotected,  in  any  way. 

This  is  a  small  building  with  longtime  residents  and  little  turn-over.  The 
light  that  comes  through  the  doors  and  the  general  atmosphere  they  create, 
while  never  invading  privacy,  add  to  our  sense  of  "neighborhhod/building 
watch"  and  mutual  security.  I  feel  more  secure  with  the  doors  "as  is"  than  I 
would  with  solid  doors. 


I  hope  that  you  will  consider  this  request  in  your  determination  Please  feel 
free  to  call  me  [752-6974]  if  further  information  would  be  helpful. 


Sincerely, 


Mary  Owens 
Program  Specialist 
San  Mateo  County  Office  of  Education 

Resident  of  1030  Lake  Street  #5,   San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


<  IPATING  DISTRICTS!  Bo yshote  School  District.  Belmont  School  District.  B/isbone  School  Dislrict.  Burlmgame  School  District,  Cabrillo  Unified  School  District.  Hillsbcxoogh  Ciy  School 
'C  t;Kerson  School  District.  Jefr'etson  Union  High  School  District,  laguna  Salodo  Unon  School  District.  Lo  Honda  Pesccdc-fo  Unified  School  District.  Las  lormias  School  District  Mcnlo 
r  School  District.  Millbrae  School  District.  Portola  Valley  School  District.  Ravenswood  City  School  Distnct.  Redwood  City  School  District.  San  Biuno  Pork  School  Dis»ic!  San  Cailos 
Jolnstrict.  Son  Mateo  City  School  District,  Son  Mateo  County  Office  of  Education.  San  Mateo  Union  High  School  District.  Sequoia  Union  High  School  District  South  Son  Fionosco  Unified 
xjl  isinct.  Woodside  School  District 


ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE ■  06/18/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1030   LAKE  ST 
BLOCK •    1347      LOT:  005 
SEP,:    01    CASE:    D AO 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


HELEN  M  WOLINS   INTER-VIV  TR 
55   HELEN  M  WOLINS 
1030   LAKE  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
HELEN  MARY  WOLINS   INTER-VIV  TR 

INSPECTOR:   


941  18 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT: 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.    1620  1 1 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  06/09/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  161298. 
The  hearing  was   conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said • building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  07/06/93. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  06/09/93 


(415)554-8742 


37A-P20-P20-005 
1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


*ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
SOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Elian c's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr  

c/o  Barbara  Lee  &  Albert  Eng 

164  Marviev  Wy  

i  San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Dace:  October  12,  1993 
Nacure  of  Appeal: 


□ 


Direccor's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

Ocher 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  367  Arguello  Bl 
BLOCK         1432  LOT  013 


APPEAL  NO .  3373 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEO  DIO 


Robert  Noelke,  CED 


air  Appellant : 

as  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  uich  the  Abatemenc  Appeals  Board  on 

April  8,  1993      ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on     October  27 ,  1993 
Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

ffurther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
efartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ouments  and  information 'that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

o»  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
3!  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Richard  Lee 

9  Gladeview  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Sains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


C  215   (Rev.   9/87)  LJ^y 
i)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAlTltlNQ 

Re  appeal  with  ^ 

itneni  Appeals"  Board  ttAi) 

SO  Market  $i;  Suite  2§Q  ' 

an  Francisco,  CA 
Tel.  Wo.  554-S742 

FILING  FEE:  $  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appellant: 


Appeal  Number 


.2373 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 


(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located,  at 
San  Francisco.     They  contain  (o 
rooming  /units .    v  X-^t-' 


311  ~A£U£iU  8u?A 
ill  


dwe 


ing  units  and 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specif ic  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(3)     (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

of   iJ^tois/u^te    Sei^   UiiT    To    TMf  f/wtHtJF 


Of     ASA^CK^      CvJ^ii . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the ^jwnerV agent,   (state  which)  of -the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   6\<J  rJ^/L  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  no.  M  TilOjlj 


Dated: 


[nature  (Print  Name 


Signature  (Prirft  Name  Below) 

-  frUUto    0.  tor 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Blcfg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  554-8742.) 


Sav*  f^/iMitau   ca    n^,0 v 
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itfioe     U<tf      Ate      r>w      UkM<A      uuTH-  Tl^T 
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Av4     fi!feAv       fAi       A      fi^\>  ^ 

^iUfl       flic        W  ^T^Ue      ^  U*/uA»££ 

(     O    >-  ; 

Department  of  Public  Works 

RUNG       °ffice  °f  Director 
Fi!e  rppeal  with 
Afc3iftrn£-nt  Appals  Soard  (AAB) 
1300  iVijrhi't  S'.,  Suits  .750 
San  Fr3ncis:c.  C.A  041C-2 
Tel.  Wo.  5c4-6742,  /* 
FILING  FEE: J  ^  

OWNER'S  NAME: 
LEE  BARBARA  &  ENG 
ALBERT  TR. 
164  MARYIEW  WAY 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94131 

ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203 . R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,540 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
FEBRUARY  24,   1993   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 
160,403.     THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE 
DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
pD  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

L     THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

J.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

|     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

HE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
"HE  FOLLOWING: 


jty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


ADDRESS:     367  ARGUELLO  BLVD 


BLOCK:   1432  LOT:  013 

SEQ . :     01  CASE:  DIO 

LEE  BARBARA  &  ENG  ALBERT  TR. 

c/o  BARBARA  LEE  &  ALBERT  ENG 


30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 
30  DAYS,   THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

PPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203.(1)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
ODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
PPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
PPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
ILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF  MARCH 
3,  1993. 


FILE   (2)  //  JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 

OWNER  V     DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 


San  Francisco  94102 


DATE 


9*         APPLICATION  FILING  FEE  - 
 £l±?  PLAN  CHECKING  RECEIPT 


246911 


RECEIVED  OF 


BUILDING  APPLICATION  NUMBERS 


FE"ORJ"L'C>T°  —  "—  mi  -U,N 


ALTERATION 


PULL  PLAN  CHECK  FILING 
V*  PLAN  CHECK  PEE 
8%  STRUCTURAL 
7%  ARCHITECTURAL 
5%  ENERGY 


T 

□ 
□ 

□ 


DEMOUTON 
NOTICE  FEE  1212 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF 
n„AB  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
CENTRAL  PERMIT  BUREAU 


BY. 


(£0 


......               ...  ... 

.j  1  ;=— i  

li(L     L.H.  Ko^ftFO) 

K*-A^1^/L      Rrr  /si 

saJ  £m^u>  la- 

i 

PMfAft       AT       3V7     AfcUtiu     SUB.       ^  fctMH 

i 

1 

i 

 j- 

1 

ca-c     Puu^Jvo    (tfcao.flf n^Ti    -  A*H    3)  c^nfvrtr 

SA^U                               A^     fcf                Uf  (AA*F 

- 

huro     ^JL     A    h/Uif       A^o      A^AiTw\.  frf/AcwAV- 

 *   /—i  

Uttt       TtVi^       /JoTa£         UA^        kuf        ff"  A^AT 

i 

 !  !  £  ,  1  =1  

! 

1 

-    ■■             ■                               -  -  - 

oi                fax      A*J      AfPtfU-        A^C  Tt) 

T       th-RoUT*      TfcM      iJljtr      A?  U"*MiJ 

1  .... 

f-^       IK      AM*       fi^fl     Ttft  AffiF?V^ 

• 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


■rid  Of  THE  SECRETARY 
10PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jpellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Jim  R.  Hatoyama  

150  Glenbrook  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94114 


Dace:      October  12 ,  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

|      j      Director's  Order 

1   X  )      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocicss 

|      |      Superintendent * s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 

I      I  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  590-594-598  Valencia  St. 
BLOCK  3568 


LOT 


012 


APPEAL  NO.  3374 
INSPECTOR 


_    S-NC-DEQ  DDO 
Robert  Noelke,  CED 


3ar  Appellant: 

"is  is  co  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  9,  1993  ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
r.  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  -  --  -- 

I.  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
joartmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
it:umencs  and  information ' chat  cay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
si:.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

Lit  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
/«i  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


215   (Rev.  9/87) 

>)   558-6158         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


ft) 


File  appeal  with 
dement  Appeals  Board 

390  Market  SI,  Sui'td  219  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

ian  Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  3  54.60 

— —  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


iJn/\     ti^nV^M/ly  Appeal  Number  ■ 

Appellant  / 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith:  . 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at     5      ^  It^^O)      _  SfZ 

San  Francisco.     They  contain      ■"•*— \M  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


— ^xAu)\ve^  s^ote.  A  tenors   e<*.cU.  ov\\\. 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) .  \* 

^rdpeAy.     60&<fy£  extension  W^er  +d  erer- 

J&ryn  necessary  s-tefs  ctF  c^/^pVi^cfi-;  ^  c©^Wte 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  whichj^of  the ^premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  //A/  j4 JT0 /f  SJ  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

CJ,  

Tel.  No. 


Dated:  _    _____ 

signature  (prj*ft/Name  Below) 


S  _ 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plara  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


u\<ur  ctr^t'Kc^a^,  


fo   Surety  VaJimc)*,  ST 


)y)dt^t    Svnokt  <&echrS- 


I  dec^ic^u/    Coyr¥mc-\vr  es^rmafct 

 5^oAit_a^ci   ^e^t:  <feE§-.  


fife  ~k>Yfii  ftttL >epk  <rf  Build ^ 

Sh^vHt -jus&  JiMt  dec-h^s  beca  use 


X   hwt,   hteys  <tfktd  ~h> 


Upd^fe  my  6utlJt*^j  co*Uy  h Art}  Vise, 
itches *_._/*• e^dn  u*\  &~-   


 Otitis  ~fe^»wrt~  ba^rf" 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


3F1C5  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
POPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Lois    H.  Hirsch 

4186-1/2  Army  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Date:      October  12,  1993  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

\      |      Director's  Order 

j   X  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent 's  Complain: 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS       3957    23rd  st* 


BLOCK    3653   LOT  Q34 


APPEAL  NO.    3375  S-NC-DEQ  DCO 


INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 

jut  Appellant: 

rt.s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  12,  1993,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
.rRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

Lf further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
)eartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
:auments  and  information  "that  nay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
5C.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

fa  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
o  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Rains ,  AXA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


'C 


215  (Rev.  9/87) 

5)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
meni  Appeals  Board  (AAi) 
190  Market  St,  Suitd  213 
an  Francisco,  CA  $4102 

Tel.  Wo.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  S  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


J37S 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203   (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith: 


(1) 


The  affected  premises  are  located  at  v 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  pL_  dwelling  units  and  —  

rooming  units.  _/   ...  .  .w         .  •  ,    •        ~  ^  /-ws^l  —  Z<t?<7-  v3  ( i 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

Ld^Xo^Y    E^ai^    N^^,oc^^J   Q.  r<2  .^sc  »-c^<i   f*a.\n^r  ""i  «a  c  -<?;(rvv.4  °  ■£ 


/ 1  <^  vT**^ 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 


should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


c£  f-(  <C  c.  d£ 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the/owner2 agent ,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  abo-v(e_   S^LgXJkL    ~~^k^C^L^c^/^  .  • 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

'  S^n    F^au  cis  <r&  9cji  3i     Tel.  No.  for  5~  )    o?^^J  S" 

' I  "Signature (Print  Name  Below) 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  BIdg. , 
1390  Market  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 

iS3) 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


LOIS  HIRSCH  APPEAL  NUMBER  93-150 

I   feel    that   this  action  should  be  reversed   as   I   have  made 
attempts  to  make  the     repairs   1 isted  by  the   inspector  from 
the  city  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Department  of  Public 
Works.   At  the  end  of   February   I   received  a  notice  dated 
December   14  regarding   an  abatement  hearing.   Short! y  after 
receiving  the  notice.    I   went  to  the  Dept .of   Public  Works 
stating  that    I  had  called  a  contractor,   but  couldn't 
guarantee  that  work   could  be  completed  before  the  hearing 
date.      I   was  most   relieved  when   I   was  told  that  my  case 
could  be  continued. 

I  called  my  contractor   immediately  regarding  the  repairs  and 
sent  him  a  1 ist  as  we 1 1 .     He  said  he  would  cal I    the  occupant 
'.tenant)    to  set  up  a  convenient  time.     Although  repeated 
contacts  have  been  attempted  she  has  refused  to  set  a  date 
to  allow  him  to  come  and  see  the  work   or  to  do  repairs.  I 
have  spoken  with  her  and   left  messages  as  wel  i  .   so  far  to  no 
avail  .     So  you  see  tnat    I   do   intend  to  comply  but   am  having 
difficulty  getting  cooperation  from  the  occupant/ tenant .  I 
do  not  fee!    that    I   should  be  penal ized   because  of  her 
non-cooperation . 

I  have   I  eft  messages  for  the  occupant /tenant   and   spoke  with 
her  on  April    3  at  which  time  she  stated  that  she  would  call 
the  contractor  that   evening,   which   she  hasn't   done.   Aiso  I 
have  delivered  the  at t arched   letter  to  her  home. 
The  contractor  has  called  her  many  times    (and   left  messages) 
and  spoken  with  her  once,   when  she  promised  to  call    with  a 
convenient  date.      So  far  she  has  not   done  so. 

hs  you  can  see   I   have  made  repeated  attempts  to  comply  with 
the   law.      I  will    notify  you  hen  repairs  have  begun   and  are 
coitid  1  eted  . 


April    7,  1993 


Lois  Hirsch 

fact  'H^fc^J^AX 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


JrlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
'OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Chan  S  W  &  Bianne  

c/o  Dewolf  Realty 

P.  O.  Box  591540  

San  Francisco,  CA  94159 


Date:      October  12 ,  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

|      |      Director's  Order 

1   X  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |     Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    1310  Turk  st- 

BLOCK     0749   LOT  002-D 

APPEAL  NO.   3378  S-NC-DEQ  1X10 

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 

»«ir  Appellant: 

'IJ.S  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  15.  1993t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
.rRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

i further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
-eartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
auments  and  information  'that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

a  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
a  counsel  of  your  choice. 


cc:    Aaron  Sinel 

P.  O.  Box  591540 

San  Francisco,  CA  94159 


Very  truly  yours, 


Abate 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nc  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


'C  215   (Rev.   9/87)  O  ) 

;;)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
Yemeni  Appeals  Board  (A4i) 

390  Market  St,  Suitd  2§d  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

an  Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  Wo.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  3  54.60 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Chan   S  W  &   Bianne  C/O  DeWolf  Realty  Appeal  Number     q  po  Af-t-aoV,prl 

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    13  10   Turk   S  r  .   / 

San  Francisco.     They  contain    48   dwelling  units  and  n  

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

Water   intrusion   is   coming   from  the   cracks   in   the   exterior  of  the 
building.    The   solution   to   the   problem  is   to   completely  paint  the 
exterior.    We  have   recieved   3   estimates   for   the  work.    We  are  waiting 
for  one  more   estimate  before  we  begin. 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

We  will  need   through   the   6/30   to   complete   the  work 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 


(4)    The  undersigned  is  the  owneri agent ,   Let. ate  which)  of  the  pr 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above     s££Ts£  A —      •£-*  &  ^S^^l 


emis.es  described 


(5)     The^f f icial  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


2sO  3 


Dated: 


Signature  (PrinJ^Name  Below) 


/0* 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CHAMPION 
CONSTRUCTION  SERVICES 

Ufeylte 

3632  Beyer  Circle 
Lafayette,  CA  94549 
Tel.  510-283-5584 


•an  French 

645  Stockton  St.  Suits  100 
San  Frencteoo,  CA  94106 
Tel.  415-399-1975 


5  IPO-Sal  SUBMITTED  TO 

DEWOLF  REALTY 

4300  CALIFORNIA  ST 

1  STATE  ANO  21 P  CCOE 

saw  FRaNcisco  ca 

fHITECT 

DATE  Of  PLANS 

Page  No.  L 


of_i. 


Pag< 


PROPOSAL 


PHONE 

DATE 

221-4965 

2-1 7-93 

JO0  NAME 

JOS  LOCATION 

1310  TURK  ST 

JOS  PHONE 

WO#8519  PM#310 

<  *t*Dy  propoaa  to  turnlah.  In  accorOane*  with  tpaefflcation*  batow  or  en  attacnad  paga*.  all  labor  and  malarial*  nacaaaary  to  oomplata  tha  tallowing: 

I  FOR  COMPLETE  EXTERIOR  FAINTING  

I  SURFACE  TO  DE  CLEANED  TREE  OF  ALL  DIRT,   DUST,    CHALK,  MILDEW,  LOOSE 

SCALY  AND  UNFIRM  PAINT,   FILM  AND  OTHER  FOREIGN  MATTER  BY  SCRAPING 

AND  WATER  BLASTING.     ALL  VOIDS,  CRACKS  AND  DENTS  WILL  BE  REPAIRED 
I  WITH  THOHO  SEAT,  :  

SKYCOLOR  PAINTING  WILL  USE  A  OIL  BASE  FOUNDATION  OF  PRIMER  AND  A 
I  FINISH  COAT  OF  ELASTOMENTC,    a  TOUCH  100%  ACRYLIC.   WEATHER  RESISTENT 

EXTERIOR  COATING.   WE  WILL  USE  SEMI  GLOSS  OIL  PAINT  ON  ALL  WOOD  TRIM, 


,um*  THIRTY  EIGHT  THOUSAND  FIVE  HTTMDPRn  nm.T.AP.g 


™™»  38,  500  .00 


>m.n.M foiiow.:    j  / 2  DOWN  TO  BBflTW  .top, ,  n*T.&Krr.  TTPOM  COMSLESXm 


rial  la  guarantaad  to  ba  aa  apaclfiad.  All  work  to  6a  eompWad  In  a  aubatanHal  woricmanMca 
according  to  aoadflcaUona  auomtttad  par  atandard  practical.  Any  HanMOrt  or  davtaoon 
jv»  apadflcaiiena  invoMng  «nra  eoata  wfl  ba  axacuatd  only  upon  artttan  ordara,  and  wtf 
an  aitra  enarga  evar  and  abova  tha  aatimaia.  Al  aoraamanta  ocwMnflant  upon  atrikat, 
»  or  flaiaya  bayond  our  cornel.  Ownar  to  carry  ira,  tornado  and  otnar  nananiry  Inaunwaa. 
kar*  ara  kiHy  ocvarad  by  Workman'*  CompartaaMoo  inauranea. 


Authortzad  StgnaJura 


Nota:  Thla  propoaai  may  ba  wrthdrawn  H  not  accaptad  wttnln 


1  5 


.days 


sptance  of  Proposal  —  Tha  abort  prioaa.  •pacfaeauona  and 
la  a/a  ladateetory  and  ara  haraby  accaptad.  You  ara  authortaad  to  do  thaaorfcaaapaeWad. 
win  ba  mada  aa  ovtUnad  abova. 


ooapunoa 


•kyalura 
•ignalura 


r. 


60 


De  M arta,  ^Marino  &  Co,   pgfafOT .  Decora 

1087  REVKKE  AVENUK 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94124 
PHONE:  62 2-0667 

Pax*  822-6758 

FAX     TRANSMISSION  SHEST 


SINCli 


FROMt  Bob  Smith 


TOf  DeWOlf  Realty,  ATT :  AARON 


SUBJECT t 


1310  Turk  St.  ext.  ptg. 


NUMBER  OP  PAGES »  INCLUDING  THIS  PAGBx 
DATE  OF  SENDING:  2/18/93 


TO  PAX  NUMBER i 


221-9578 


NOTES : 

Aaron : 

Phillip  asked  me  to  look  at  the  above  project;  if  you  wish  a 
full  specification  and  proposal  please  let  me  know. 

Exterior,  all  elevations;  2  coats  including  fire  escape. 

1.  Front(rurk  St.)*  $  14846.00 

2.  East(Webster  St.):  8170.00 

3.  North:  8850.00 

4.  West:  1795.00 

$  33651.00 

A  minimum  of  2  sides;  deduct      5%  for  the  complete  job. 
Thank  You, 


Bob  Smith 


ft 


Painting  Contractors        Licensed  and  Insured 
1435  Monterey  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  California  94127 
Telephone  584-8253 


ESTIMATE 


DeWolf  Realty 


March  13,1993 


4330  California  Street 
San  Franc i 500,00 . 941 1 8 

C/0  ARRON: 

JOB:    1310  Turk  Street: 

Paint  complete  exterior   two  coats  

1st.   coat   on  stucco  oil   base  primer  

2nd.   coat   on   stucco  acrylic   stucco  paint  

1st.    coat   on  wood  oil   base  primer  

2nd.   coat   on  wood  acrylic  gloss  house  paint  

SPECS: 

Patch   spalding  concrete  

Scrape  off  all    loose  and  scaling  paint  

Patch  all   cracks   in  stucco  with  waterproof  Ke 1  patch 

Caulk  around  windows  with  waterproof  caulk  

Firescape   to  receive  one  coat  

This  estimate   includes  all    labor   and  material  


TOTAL  $  24,640.00 


Pipe  scaffold  on  Webster  Street 
and  Turk  Street  side  


$  3,500.00 


TOTAL  $  28, 140.00 


Thank  you, 


Reter  E.  Kardum 
Licensed  293820 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Depart  merit  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  02/05/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1310   TURK  ST 
.BLOCK:    0749  :  LOT :  002D 
SEP,:    01    CASE :    DC0        V  ~ 

CHAN  S   W   £  BIANNE 
%  DEWOLF  REALTY 
P   0  BOX  591540 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S   NAME : 
CHAN  SMS  BIANNE 

INSPECTOR:   


94  159 


.DISTRICT  :  ,3 7  A 


CT:  161 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER "SECTION  203-203 . R  OF  THE 
BUILI'TKG   CODE    -  "•  '^REGULAR     ^  -i  -f >-  ORDER  -  KG  .'S  1  6  1  555 


-  Zr 

'St 


0. 


Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau 
ing  Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Publi 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on- 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  160242. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director 
THE    OWNER   WAS  REPRESENTED. 


of  Build- 
c  Works 
01/27/93 


Based  -upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,  the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows : 

1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  theVberms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco."    I  ,  ~ 

The  Director  hereby  orders  tthat  -  within  V  60  .--DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order ,   the  owner  -or  hi s ^epre ^htatiy e|shal^havfi  ;is s ue d  "rto  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  ^necessary  'to  rbring ^said  ibuil ding  into 
conformance  with  the  Sari' Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. Ct)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.     Appeals'  | 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms   obtained  from  the  Abatement  .Appeals.  Board 
.at  Fox  Plaza,    Suite   250 »    1390  Market  Street   ( 554-8742 ).  'and  ?must  be'";  " 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  P^DO/j/JaYS  of  02/23/93 . 


Owner 
JFile  (2) 

BID  (5)  ( 1  Signed) 
Approved:  01/27/93 


C  4  15)554-8742 


Cribbs 

Director  of  Public  Works 


1390   MARKET   ST   SUITE  250 


-  37A-P20-P20-003 
SAN  FRANCISCO -94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEHENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


)flC£  OF  THi  SECRETARY 
'DPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address: 

|        Katsumi  J  &  Yasuko  Shintaku 
1349     3rd  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Dace 


October  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |      Director's  Order 

1   X  [      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      1      Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


1      1  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     1349  3rd  Av. 


BLOCK         1758  LOT  009 


APPEAL  NO.      3379        S-NC-DEQ  DIP 
INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 

)ar  Appellant: 

■k,s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

 April  15.  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 

-nRoom  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

.fjfurther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
>eartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
iouments  and  information  ' chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
t.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

a  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
'oi  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 
cc:     Jeffrey  Margulies,  Esq.  f  ^-~\  - 

Bravo  and  Margulies  ^-/^      \  /    (\J?  / 

100  Bush  St.,  Ste  #925  /  c^^K  •  /£*^<^*0—S 

San  Francisco,  CA    94104  /Neil  GJ  Rains,  AIA,  Secretary 

Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 

5)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301.   San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


C  215  (Rev.   9/87)  (.7*2. 


r    rue  appeal  wiw 

iwneni  Appeal*  Board  MAI)  '  * 

190  ^rket  St,  Solid  2$fl  APPEAL  TO  THS  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

an  F/anrisca,  CA  94102         OP  THE  CXTi         COCWTY  €F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  Mo.  554-S742 

FILING  FEE:  $  54.60 

— " — FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Katsumi  J.   ft  gasnJ&Q  Shllitakn 
Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant. hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Sectfon  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

san  Francisco  Municipal  code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located_at     1349-3FT)  Avp   

 Sen-rrencisco;-  Th*y  contain '~Three  "        dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

NOTICE  OF  NONCOMPLIANCE  TO  CORRECT  THE  SUBSTANDARD  CONDITION  OF 
RENTAL  HOUSING.   ALSO  TO  PREVENT  NOTICE  FROM 'BEING  SENT  TO  THE 
FRANCHICE  TAX  BOARD. 


Appeal  Number   


(3)     (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board). 

WE  ARE  NOW  ON  THE  CASE  AND  REMEDYING  VIOLATIONS,  WE  HAVE  HIRED 
A  CONTRACTOR  WHO  HAS  INSPECTED  THE  PREMISES.   WE  HAVE  HIRED  AN 
ARCHITECT  TO  ADVISE.   WE  ARE  REQUESTING  THE "RELIEF  SINCE  WE  ARE- 
IN  THE  PROCESS  OF  REMEDYING  THE  VIOLATIONS. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.)  — ■ 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  SSSEt/ agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  j  AVT?       SAN  FJjAjjCISCQ  • 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  1st 

BRAVO  and  MARGULIES  

100  BUSH  STREET,   SUITE#  925  ~  ~ 


SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA.  94104 


Tel.  No. 415  — 394— 6300 


Dated  i     APRIL  15.  1993 


Signature  (Print/Name  Below) 

JEFFREY  MARGULIES/,  ESQ. 


(Pile  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAfi),  Hoom  260  fox  Plata  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  $54-8742.) 
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v 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


Oi:ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
P^PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


v.Dellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

j      Adan  P  &  Ana  M  Ramirez  

581  Natoma  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dace:      October  12 ,  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

1      |      Director's  Order 

j   X  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent, ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

\      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     165-171  Albion  St. 


BLOCK    3568  LOT  018 


APPEAL  NO .  3380  S-NC-DEQ  DC-1 
INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 

>ar  Appellant: 

'tis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Apr  16,  1993    ,  will  he  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
.nRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  "  ~~ 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
'aarcmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
oumencs  and  information  '.chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  concraccs,  pennies, 
c.     Failure  co  be  represented  will  conscicuce  an  automatic  denial. 

J  are  encicled  Co  appear  personally  wich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  with 
□(  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  cruly  yours, 

Sains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


215  (Rev.  9/87)  ^ 
;)   553-6168         A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


rue  appeal  wilr) 
temeni  Appeals  Board  MAI) 
390  Market  St,  Suite  m 
ian  F/ancisco,  CA  94102 

Tel.  No.  554-5742 
FILING  FEE:  $  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


lA<\  |V^.Uu  rV-l"2-   Appeal  Number  LJo^^  

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203  (if  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 
therewith:  , 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain   £>  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

fizMiV?    U+l*-*-    lo-££*v    v^*$£  * 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


^L^U>5>     i/l^t  Uj^Ai  • 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  ^awner^ agent ,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)   above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.   No.         £G  [  -H/7f 


Dated 


:  Lf/  iG/qy  Haw 


Signature  (Print^'Name  Bel<jft) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  554-8742.) 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


•ICS  OF  THE  ScCHETAHY 
□PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ipellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Josef a  R.  Carroll  

14  Roemer  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Dace:      October  12 r  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

t      |      Director's  Order 

[  X  |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic; 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 


|      1  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     14  Roemer  WaY 


BLOCK    649Q   LOT  Q34 


APPEAL  NO .    3381  S-NC-DEQ  1)00 

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 

air  Appellant: 

h,|S  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  19 .  1993  ■  Will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
Bloom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ~~         ~  " 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
martmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ouments  and  information 'chat  cay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c<j.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

oi  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  vich 
3< counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 

/ 

:Q215  (Rev.  9/87) 

)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


File  appeal  with  ?  2  -  7 

pmeni  Appeals  Board  (A4I) 

3S0  Market  St,  $UJfc  2Sd  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Sail  Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-1742 
FILING  FEE:  S  54.60 

■""  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


(33?/ 

•  (^SKftj/f   Appeal  Numbei  _ 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        s\  dwelling  units  and     /p        C  '  ^/ 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)   if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

Tel.  No. 


Dated:  W/7/t*  /[ 

/     '/  '        /    Signature  (Pr"int  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


(7  7) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


FtCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

j      Miller  Family  Trust  

c/o  Franklin  &  Mary  Miller 

10121  Overland  Rd.  

Boise,  Idaho  83709 


Dace:  October  12,  1993 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


|      [      Director's  Order 

(   X  [      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice: 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

1      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS      1459  Clayton  St. 

BLOCK   2712   LOT  5~A 

APPEAL  NO.   ^fl?  S-NC-DEQ 
INSPECTOR     Robert  NoeDce,  CED 

>*ir  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Apr  21.  1993    t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  27,  1993 
-c Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

.i further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
>e|arcment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
cuments  and  information  'that  nay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c.     Failure  co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

'3  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
o  counsel  of  your  choice. 


cc:     Jeffrey  Margulies,  Esq. 
Bravo  and  Margulies 
100  Bush  St.,  Ste  925 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent.  n 

C  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

*5)   558-6158         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 

I  '  an 


ment  Appeals  Board  (A4I) 

10  .Martel  St,  Suitd  2$$  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

n  Ffandsco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  Mo.  554-5742 
:1UNG  FEE:  S  54.60 

~  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


J  3?*-) 

MILLER  FAMILY  TRUST, 

C.  10  FRANKLIN  &  MARY  MILLER  Appeal  Number 

Appellant         "  ~~ 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeal*  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  XX,  Chapter  X,  of  the 

san  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  aakss  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)    The  effected  premises  are  located  at     1459  n.AYTON  ST. 

ONE  (1)    dwelling  units  and 


San  Francisco.  They  contain 
rooming  unites —  - 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). ___^.T 
NOTICE  OF  NONCOMPLIANCE  TO  CORRECT  THE  SUBSTANDARD  CONDITION  OF 
Sental  housing    ALSO  TO  PREVENT  NOTICE  FROM  BEING  SENT  TO  THE 
FRANCHICE  TAX  BOARD. 


(3)     (Scats  the  relief  you  need  and  reason*  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

WE  ARE  NOW  ON  THE  CASE  AND  REMEDYING  VIOLATIONS.   WE  HAVE  HIRED 
A  CONTRACTOR  WHO  HA S  INSPECTED  THE  PREMISES.   WE  HAVE  HIRED  A* 
1rCHI?ECT  ?0  ADVISE     WE  ARE  REQUESTING  THE  RELIEF  SINCE  WE  ARE 
IN  THE  PROCESS  OF  REMEDYING  THE  VIOLATIONS. 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary. ) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  &fJiX/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  rwaise*  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above     1  arq  r.T.ATON  ST..    SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA .  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  1st 

BRAVO  and  MARGULIES  

100  BUSH  STREET,   SUITE  925  "  ~ 
 SANB  FRANCISCO,   CA .  y41U4 


Tel.  No.  415-394-6300 


Dated:     apptt.  9.0  1993 


Signature  (Print  pVaaS  Below) 

JEFFREY-  MARGULIESj  ESQ-  " 


(Pile  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  For  PI ax*  Bid?., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  554*6742.) 

/  71)  '  ■ 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OfrlCi  Of  THE  SKJLCTaJIT 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Rooa  201 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  0?  APPEAL 

/  7  Direccor's  Order 
m  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
L_7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

/~1  ABSENT 
F£J  PRESENT 


appellant  Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
address 


1049  Mepham  Dr 


Pittsburg,  CA  94565 


1255  16th  Ave. 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK       1734  LOT  0W 

HEARING  DATE    August  25,  1993 


APPEAL  NUM3ER  3363 
INSPECTOR  Robert  Noelke 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION; 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  October  27,  1993. 


cc:     Richard  H.  Grabstein,  Esq. 

645  Larkin  Street,  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Neil 
Aba tame  i 


ins, /a i a.  Acting  Secretary 
Appeals  Board 


HEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  che  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  say  rehear  an  appeal  upon  vhich  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  requesc  for  a  rehearing  has  been  Bade  in  vricing  vichin  10  days 
of  che  dace  of  che  decision.     Decision  rendered-  by  che  Board  at  that  tine 
vill  be  final.     Obcain  rehearing  requesc  fora  ac  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

DJrE  HAILED;      September  9,  1993  


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


flCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
BfPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
1       1049  Mepham  Dr. 
!      Pittsburg,  CA  94565  


Dane:        August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


□ 

czi 

\      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

Other 


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_ 
BLOCK  1734 


1255     16th  Av. 


LOT  010 


APPEAL  NO.  3363 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


Robert  Noelke 


ar  Appellant: 

bills  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
arch  5,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       August  25,  1993 

nRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
darcacnc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
laments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
zi.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

oi  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  arid  to  have  with 
oi  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours 


x:    Richard  M.  Grabs tein,  Esq. 

645  Larkin  Street  -  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
C  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  to 
Appellant's  agent. 


CI  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

^5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301.  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

fji) 


File  appeal  with 


AWiAl  FILING 


y 


Sa  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Tel.  Wo.  554-S742 
BLING  FEE:  S  54.60 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Alfredeo  & 


Engracia  Lagman 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegation*  in  connection 

therewith! 

(1)  The  affected  premises  axe  located  at    1255— 16th  Avenue  

San  Francisco.     They  eontain  *  dwelling  unlta  and  * 

rooming  units-         *  13  guest  rooms. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tha  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 

Full  inspection  performed  11/87  with  Notice  of  Violation  in 

2/88.     Most  items  were  corrected  pursuant  to  Permit  issued  6/88 

and  completed  in  7/88.  Other  items  were  corrected  which  did  not 

require  a  Building  Permit  but  were  never  finally  inpsected  and 

abatement  proceedings  were  initiated.     Application  has  been  filed 
for  Permit  to  secure  final  inspection. 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board).    A.    Hearing  on   3/3/93   granted  or. 

week  abeyance  to  secure  Permit  and  complete  inspection  and  this 
period  has  not  expired.     Notice  of  Noncompliance  dated  2/26/93  is 

premature.     B.  Minor  items  not  requiring  Permit  were  not  resolved  in 

1988  by  completed/permitted  work.  C.  Relief  requested  is  that  Notice 

of  Noncompliance  be  vacated. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (stats  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above       Attorney  for  owner/agent  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 
Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 

b4b  LarKlll  SLimdL-Uppm  Lfc»vel  

 Sail   FranHsro.    TA.  94109  


Tel.  No. 


(415)  673-8954 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


Richard  M_.  Grabstein 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  5S4-S742.) 


Law  Offices  of 
ORME  and  GRABSTEIN 


John  Robin  Orme 
Richard  M.  Grabstein 


645  Larkin  Street  -  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco.  California  94109 


Telephone:  (415)  673-8954 
FAX:  (415)  673-1612 


March  5,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 

1390  Market  Street,  #260 

San  Francisco,   California  94102 

Re:     1255 -16th  Avenue 

Notice  of  Noncompliance  #93-092 
Date  of  Noncompliance  -  2/26/93 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

Enclosed  is  the  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  in  the 
referenced  matter. 

Also    enclosed    is    our    check    to    your   order    in    the    sum  of 
$54.60  as  the  filing  fee  for  the  Appeal. 

There  is  a  substantial  amount  of  documentary  evidence  to  be 
considered  at  the  hearing  of  this  Appeal  and  it  has  not  all  been 
submitted  with  the  Appeal  which  is  merely  a  brief  statement  of 
the  background  of  the  matter  and  the  relief  sought.  Hopefully, 
prior  to  any  such  hearing,  the  matter  will  be  fully  resolved 
between  the  owners  of  the  building  and  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspectors  Code  Enforcement  Division. 

Please    contact    the   undersigned    if   there   are   any  questions 
whatsoever  regarding  this  matter. 

Thank  you  for  your  prompt  attention. 


Very  truly  yours, 


ORME' &  GRABSTEIN 


Richard  M.  Grabstein 


Encl . 
RMG/dc 


) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
MINUTES  OF  HEARING  NO.    3  69 

,  October  27,   1993  r,  ,  ,  

Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1:3  0  P.M.       DOOMMPMT.q  DEPT. 

NOV  1  j  1993 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT  DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

William  M.  Abend,  President  Neil  6.  Rains,  A. I. A.  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 

Kenneth  Bohegian  Robert  Noelke  -  Housing  Inspector 

Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


#6509  865  Market  Street 

U.   S.  Power  San  Francisco,  Inc. 
c/o  Paul  Wallace  &  Lynn  Harrison 
(Present) 

DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days  after  permit  issuance.    The  case 
will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  within  -the  specified  time. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


#6492  1030  Lake  Street 

Helen  M.  Wolins 
c/o  Charlotte  H.  Huggins 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


#3373  367  Arquello  Bl . 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr. 

c/o  Richard  Lee 

(Absent) 

DECISION:       The  case  is  continued  for  thirty   (30)  days  at  the  Appellant's 
request.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on  November  24,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  369 
October  27,  1993 
Page  2  of  3 


#3374  590-594-598  Valencia  Street 

Jun  R.  Hatoyama 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety  (90)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  January  27,  1994. 


#3375  3957  23rd  Street 

Lois  H.  Hirsch 
(Absent) 

DECISION:      The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days  at  the  Appellant's  request. 

No  hearing  on  December  22,   1993.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
January  26,  1994. 


#3378  1310  Turk  Street 

Chan  S.  W.  &  Bianne 
c/o  Aaron  Sinel 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3379  1349  3rd  Avenue 

Katsumi  J.  &  Yasuko  Shintaku 

c/o  Jeffrey  Margulies  &  Steven  Brown 

(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  April  26,  1994. 


#3380  165-171  Albion  Street 

Adan  P.   &  Ana  M.  Ramirez 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3381  14  Roemer  Way 

Josef a  R.  Carroll 
(Present) 


DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will 
be  on  November  24,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  369 
October  27,  1993 
Page  3  of  3 

#3382  1459  Clayton  Street 

Miller  Family  Trust 

c/o  Jeffrey  Margulies  &  Steven  Brown 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  April  26,  1994. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


#3363  1255  16TH  Avenue 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

c/o  Richard  M.  Grab stein,  Esq. 

(Present) 

DECISION:      No  Quorum,  President  William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case. 
The  case  is  set  aside  for  next  hearing  to  be  scheduled  on 
November   24,  1993. 


RN:ts 

cc:     AAB  Members 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 
Secretary,  AAB 
City  Attorney 
City  Planning 
Superintendent,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,   C.I.  Program,  BBI 
Public  Library,   c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,   City  Hall,   Rm.  159-A 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

San  Francisco  Public  Health  Dep't.,  Rm.  217 

File 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF /SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS   DOH!  IMPMTS  DEPT. 
/^/AGENDA  OF_JEAM-NG~NOU_  370 


Room  282,   City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


NOV  2  j  1993 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke ,   Housing  Inspector,  CED 


Item  No.         Page  No , 


Case  No, 


Property  Address 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS: 


1. 


1-3 


6501 


132  Bertita  Street 
Lawrence  L.  Laughlin 
c/o  Betty  Laughlin 


2. 


4-6 


6502 


689-691  Minna  Street 
E.  R.  Stevenson 
c/o  Richard  Norris 


3. 


7-9 


6503 


532-536  Green  Street 
Mary  &  Richard  Tom 
c/o  Frederick  Tom 


4. 


10  -  12 


6504 


63-65  Henry  Street 
Patrick  J.  Dwan 
c/o  Pat  J.  Dwan 


5. 


13  -  22 


6505 


1145  Gates  Street 

Hoy  &  Lurenia  Henderson 

c/o  Deborah  Gellermann 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS : 


6. 


23  -  24 


3384 


689-691  Minna  Street 
E.  R.  Stevenson 
c/o  Richard  Norris 


7  . 


25  -  26 


3385 


3487-91   17th  Street 

Lee  Song  K  &  Chong  Hwa  S 


8. 


27  -  28 


3386 


14  -  18  Woodward  Street 
Bayani  M.  Miranda 


AAB/FTB  Hearings 
November  24,  1993 
Page  Two  of  Two 


29  -  30 


3387 


753-757  Minna  Street 
Mary  L.  Kosewics 
c/o  John  J.  Kosewics 


10 


31  -  33 


3388 


125  6th  Street 
Nitin  Kumar 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


11. 


34  -  38 


3363 


1255     16th  Avenue 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

c/o  Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 


12. 


39  -  41 


3370 


240  Ocean  Avenue 
James  D.  Walsh 

c/o  Neil  Hartnett  &  Jerrold  G.  Kaufman 


13 


14. 


42  -  49 


50  -  52F 


3373 


3381 


367  Arguello  Bl. 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr, 

c/o  Richard  Lee 

14  Roemer  Way 
Josefa  R.  Carroll 


NOTE:  FTB  Case  No.  3383  heard  May  26,  1993 
E-n-d . 


/ml 

cc:       AAB  Members 

Superintendent,  BBI  I 

Assistant  Superintendent,  HID,  BBI 

Assistant  Superintendent,   C.I. Program,  BBI 

Secretary,  AAB 

BBI  Hearing  Officer 

City  Attorney 

City  Planning 

Public  Library,   c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 
File  (2  copies) 
Agenda  Only: 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  City  Hall,  Rm.  159A 

SF  Fire  Department 

SF  Public  Health  Dep't.   -  Rm.  217 

Posting  Copy  at  City  Hall 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


flCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
DPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Laughlin  Lawrence  L.  

132  Bertita  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Dace: 


November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

t  X  j      Director's  Order 

j      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

{      1      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

(      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADD  RES  S_ 
BLOCK  6968 


132  Bertita  .Street 
LOT  043 


S-NC-DEQ  DPO 


APPEAL  NO.  6501 
INSPECTOR       Robert  NoeDce,  CED 


e,r  Appellant: 

tfs  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  7.  1993     »  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on       November  24,  1993 
■Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
apartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 

uments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  concraccs,  permics, 
ctj.     Failure  Co  be  represenced  will  conscicuce  an  automatic  denial. 

3i  are  enticled  Co  appear  personally  vich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  vich 
oi  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours 


Rains*  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


C  215  (Rev.  9/87)  (J) 

558-6163        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  RUNG 
File  appeal  with 
ttemerit  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
390  Market  St,  Suite  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
;   Tel.  No.  554-8742  ,  L 
FILING  FEE:  %A  fZL~ 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1) 


The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 


(2)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at     fS  ^ 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  /   '  dwelling  units  and  &j 

rooming  units. 


T 


(3) 


(State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

i~A      Tm  i^c^-Z  /V  /  JT/tr^  /  fyC  r    ( ^        <r  ^^r^  ^^^^ /- 

(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action  pu~/ d 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board. )  *\. 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.)  fL^^c-\J '« 


(5) 
(6) 


The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   &t>J *-> n  <V)  • 


The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  no.  tnsr  jrrr  ¥r?< 


Date 


(File  Appeal  with_the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


HOUSING   INSPECTION  DIVISION 


DATE:  08/13/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
132      BERTITA  ST 
BLOCK :    6968     LOT :  043 
SE2 :    01    CASE:  DDO 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


4^  v(cH((;iter 


i!:  Ec2fd  f.AAB) 
ii..  Carts  2:0  - 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Tei.  Ko.  554  07 


FF! 


LAUGHLIN  LAWRENCE  L 
132   BERTITA  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


9412 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
LAUGHLIN  BETTY  M  £   LAWRENCE  L 


INSPECTOR: 
DISTRICT: 


CT 


ORDER   OF   ABATEMENT   UN:.'^R   SECTION   203-203. R   OF  THE 
BUTIDZ?:G    COTE  RZGUuaX  GRuZk  NO.  162928 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  08/04/93 
in  accordance  with  the   DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    16  1526. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts   as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 


1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that|  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  repress  itative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 


JLaie     kxiue    r  e  l.  j.  <j  <u 


shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order 


APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  08/31/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  08/04/93 


uly  You 


)hn  E.  Cribbs 
lirector  of  Public  Works 


a> 


(415)558-6220 


450  MCALLISTER 


P20-D20-004 
ROOM  302   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


;ilC£  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
'&PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

 Stevenson  E  R  

7314    Rainbow  Dr.  #C 

Cupertino,  CA  94014 


Dace: 


November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

\  X  I     Director's  Order 

1      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

1      |      Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


|      |  Other 


PROPERTY  ADD  RES  S_ 
BLOCK  3727 


689-691 1  Minna  St. 


LOT  064 


APPEAL  NO .    6502  S-NC-DEQ  DCO 

INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke,  CED 


er  Appellant: 


It's  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  15,  1993    ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       November  24,  1993 
nRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
eiartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
Oiuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

oi  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 

Very  truly  yours, 


oj  counsel  of  your  choice 


cc:    R.  D.  Norris 

216  Clement  St. 
San  francisco,  CA  94118 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  ..Appellant's  Agent. 
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5)   553-616S        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


nrrtAi  piling 
File  appeal  with 
tement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

390  Market  SL  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102        OF  THE  CITY  10X0  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 

 T  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 

Appeal  Number   

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1) 


The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain         6tV  E:   dwelling  units  and  ^  

rooming  units .  ^  ^  ^  ^  {  ^.3^  ~ 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

A  T-tr>^.vA<\Jr   ^4-<>  4^t^p +q  "fov^e:    6Ut^,  TH£" 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner /agent,     (state    which)    of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   (^q  \        >  IU  hJ £^  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 
 Tel.  No.  4jsh^UB2  


Date 


e 


(D 


(/Print  Name  Below) 

Yl 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


llll 


HOUSING   INSPECTION  DIVISION 

DATE :  08/27/93 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS • 
689-691   MINNA  ST 
BLOCK :    3727     LOT:  064 
SE2 •    01    CASE:  DCO 

STEVENSON  E  R 
7314  RAINBOW  DR  #C 
CUPERTINO  CA 

94014 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

APPEAL  FILING 
Fiia  £"pei!  with 
At-^~-i;t  As'cs^s  Beard  (AA3) 
j. .".  .  t.v-jr-."*  SI.  vU!i2  /- jQ 
"Sc-1  !"  :";r-"n-  CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  554-874%^ 
F1LSMG  FEE:  J 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
STEVENSON  E  R 


INSPECTOR 
DISTRICT: 


CT:  176 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  163245 


Hearing  of  -the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  08/18/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    162390 . 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows : 

1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San /Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 


APPEAL :   Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street  (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  09/14/93. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  08/18/93 


uly  Yours, 

e 


(415)558-6220 


.  Crxbbs 
iirector  of  Public  Works 


P20-D20-004 

450  MCALLISTER     ROOM  302   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


tflCE  Of  THE  SECRETARY 
19PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Tom,  Mary  &  Richard  

375  -  20th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  cA  94121 


Dace: 


November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


S3 
□ 

j      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  0116 


532  -  536  Green  St. 


LOT  015 


S-NC-DEQ  DIP 


APPEAL  NO .  6503 
INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelke,  CED 


er  Appellant: 

Its  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  20,  1993   ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on       November  24,  1993 
nRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  '~  "~ 

f further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
e^artment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ouments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

oi  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
oi  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Frederick  Tom 

17  Silverview  Dr. 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94124 


Abate 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
nc  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 
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45)  553-6161 


450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
:ement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

590  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
In  Francisco,  CA  94102       OF  THE  CITY         C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 

 —  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


lliUgf    Appeal  Number  f 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)     The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

T\ «  T5tiKl  -r»\ra         r*t  ^     +*n^         $  ^  rr     an/4     r^/^tm^^r  Can 

h 


Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

LjJJLuS 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        Ar   dwelling  units  and   

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 


(4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 

~wm  M/cf  fy*  te£*>zt>  y*&mt 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 


(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner /agent/    (state    which)    of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above*-— - — A*&-&hF7~  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Date 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


Office  of  the  Director 


ADDRESS:   532-536  GREEN  STREET 


BLOCK:  0116 
SEQ:  01 


TOM,  MARY  &  RICHARD 

375  -  20th  AVENUE 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94121 


LOT:  015 
CASE:  DIO 


OWNER'S  NAME: 

TOM,   RICHARD  &  MARY 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  163,246 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
AUGUST  18,  1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 162, 442. 

THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 


3.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 


THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 


1.  60  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY , PLANNING  AND  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS 

2.  60  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  460  MCALLISTER  ST.,  S.   F.   94102.   (558-6454),  AND  MUST 
BE  FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN  (10)   DAYS  OF 
SEPTEMBER  14,  1993. 


JLLf 


FILE  (2)  ffi)  JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 

OWNER  kJ/  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

BBI   (3)   (1  signed) 

554A"^OVED:  AUGUST    18  ,    19  93    ^°°m  260,  City  HaB  San  Francisco  94 102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS       B  OA  R  0 


PflCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Patrick  J.  Dwan  

63  Henry  St. 
 San  Francisco,  CA  94114  


Dace: 


November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


1  X  I      Director's  Order 

j      |      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

1      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  3541 


63-65  _Henry_  St. 


LOT 


038 


APPEAL  NO.    6504  S-NC-DEQ  BW0 

INSPECTOR       Robert  Noelfce,  CEP 
3<ar  Appellant: 

,Tls  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  24,  1993    ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       November  24,  1993 
Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

li further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
-uments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
t.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

tai  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
'o  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


(3 
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4§)   553-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301.  Sun  Francisco.  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 
File  appeal  with 
)atement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 

1390  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102        OF  THE  CITY  AND  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Tel.  Wo.  554-8742-2// 
FILING  FEE: 

DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 

~^P^t  1  J  ;  jD(jJ^*^   Appeal  Number  f  ^""^ X 

Appellant: 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)     The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 


(2)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at 


San  Francisco.     They  contain    dwelling  unites  and 

rooming  units. 

(3)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 

appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto. ) 

(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim, the  appealed  action 

should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.)       ,    -  ,   -         ^  r  i 

pf\?t<*  s'tTeclt  Sa>  ~thc~t  <-v-e  /^cj<e  ~taj^^_  <^_~h 

i 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above   F~  -  

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is:  |D.,Dr/f1  ^  ^  £  *  «f  E  0 

^^ggCEMENT  DIV  j 


Tel.  No. 


Date 


1  (Ml  (32.  ■  -SSrf^^rebga^- 


& 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


7i)     Ret  T"— i 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Marke^Street^Sar^ranc^co^CA^^94^ 


City  ?,nd  County  of  San  Francisco 


HOUSING   INSPECTION  DIVISION 

DATE:  09/10/93 
PROPERTY   ADDRESS • 
63-65      HENRY  ST 
BLOCK  •    3541      LOT*.  038 
SE2J    01    CASE:  BWO 


Department  of  Public  Won 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectic 


DWAN  PATRICK  J 

63   HENRY  ST 

SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


94114 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
DWAN  PATRICK  J 


INSPECTOR 
DISTRICT: 


CT 


ORDER   OF    ABATEMENT   UNDER   SECTION   203-203. R   OF  THE 
BUILDING   CODE  REGULAR  ORDER  NO.  163,3^2 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  09/0  1/93 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  162156. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows : 


1 .  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,  more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.      The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

APPEAL :   Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)   DAYS  of  09/28/93. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed ) 
Approved:  09/01/93 


P20-D20-003 

(415)558-6220  450   MCALLISTER     ROOM  302   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


Very  Truly  Yours, 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


JfrlCE  OF  THE  SKRETAAT 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.ppellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

 Henderson  Hoy  &  Lurenia  

519    10th  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Dace: 


November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

1  X  |      Director's  Order 

\      |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      1  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  0824 


1145    Hayes  St. 


LOT  002 


S-NC-DEQ  DDO 


APPEAL  NO .  6505 
INSPECTOR       Robert  NoeDce,  CED 


ear  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  24,  1993  t  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       November  24,  1993 


i  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

'.:  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
lipartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
ocuments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
|c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
J3u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:    Deborah  Gellermann 
519    10th  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


5:D  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

15)   553-6168        450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


•    AHrtAL  RUNG  /or/  f>0cy>. 

File  appeal  with 
Ibatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
1390  Market  St  Suite  250         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102       0F  THE  CITY  m-  C0UNTY  0F  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Tel.  Wo.  554-8742 
FILING  FEE:  $ 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Mov/        1-lervlerSCA   Appeal  Number         &  S?>  S 


Appella 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 
to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

Director,  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on 

Ay)     lgj_iM3  _• 

(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  1\H5"     Mo.vJeS       ^4  .  / 

dwelling  units  and  Qf 


San  Francisco.     They  contain  m* 
rooming  units. 

^t-(3)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto.) 

Ttae    Condi -hons     Ore    r>o4-   O.S    Seeded  in  "H^e  ccm  plaiA-1-.    TV>e    COnd,'  -fVeni 
ar6    G   ^rfia-^    cmpfcvemcft4J  ha*zaros   Wxve  been   removed,  Ho4  Crea/tecL  The 
Irrt^rchf^me^lx,  are    an  en 

X-i    ll?ocl\c1    b<2     cxpprecCa^ed    ff    yoa     ujc^cl     read   -fhe  o.-r4rLChcd 

*fcf  (4)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board.) 

fhe     rel.e^     neeied    cs    a    reversal     o£    "^ke    DPio  ^/xi.o^s. 
to^re   don*   oA   iU    +i.t>€   O-P  4^oL    Ci+<J    inspect   appro^     -*he  Coo.'t 
flM,4  fli  +K,v  W,  Tk.V  ^vroL^•T3:c>^,  15  cos-H^  and  <xn^4 , 

.ftn^<rs  fAttach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.)  J     <r?  c    *~  d[:. 

(5)  The    undersigned    is    the    owner/agent,     (state    which)     of    the  premises 
described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above         £}^<»<t-f        C dauc^hAe  r  )  • 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

SM     10^  Asje   

9^112        Tel.  no.  JS2-S370te_ 


*  7%,2>    appe*./  /s.  ~f>'/ec/  co>        H^e  Acpc  7%t/    yc^     co> 7/  qJ/olo  my    -JxzMttr-  (<xj*t 
once  Ac  {j  a^Je,  acic/   -Pur^r-  c/iJa>Jf-i 

Date  W.  ,  AJ<         ^><~  — —  - 

Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  (415)  554-8742.) 


\ 


FORM 

□ 


jtesssssss. 

INSPECTION  RECORD 


September  22,  1993 


To:  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
Room  260,  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. 
1390  Market  Street 
San  Francisco  CA  94102 

From:  Deborah  Gellermann 
519  Tenth  Avenue 
San  Francisco  CA  94 1 1 8 
386-6708 

Re:  1145  Hayes  St 

Block:  0824  Lot:  002 
Seq:  01    Case:  DDO 

Owner  Hoy  Henderson  &  Saundra  Wondaferow,  Trustee 

My  father,  Hoy  Henderson,  has  spent  much  of  1993  watching  his  wife  of  50  years  died  of  cancer.  My 
mother,  Lurenia  Henderson,  passed  away  on  August  25.  During  this  very  stressful  time,  they  have  also  been 
trying  to  deal  with  a  "VIOLATION"  from  The  Department  of  Public  Works  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

On  September  10  my  father  received  a  certified  letter  from  The  Department  of  Public  Works.  It  gave 
him  10  days  to  appeal  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Being  unable  to  cope  with  this  matter  at  this  time,  he 
has  asked  me  to  do  what  I  can. 

Below  I  have  summarized  some  of  the  information  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain. 

Hoy  &  Lurenia  Henderson  (a  retired  S.F.  police  officer  and  U.S.  Postal  worker)  bought  14  units  at  1 145  Hayes. 

Behind  the  apartments  there  was  a  rutted,  uneven  driveway  off  Fell  Street  and  a  fire  hazard,  weed  and  rat 
infested  yard  with  no  lighting  or  security  (a  place  where  neighbors  drew  their  curtains  to  avoid  viewing  and 
tenants  had  no  desire  to  walk  through  or  use).  Water  from  the  driveway  and  yard  was  not  connected  to  any 
drainage  system.  It  played  havoc  wherever  it  pleased.  The  mischievous  and  criminals  had  easy  access  from 
Fell  to  my  parents  units  as  well  as  many  neighbors'  property. 

i 

In  1990  Hoy  and  Lurenia  Henderson  decided  to  take  a  loan  and  spend  a  great  deal  of  money  improving  their 
property. 

Now,  they  had  owned  this  property  since  the  70's.  They  may  have  had  to  cut  the  weeds  occasionally  to  satisfy 
fire  codes  but  they  were  never  told  that  "conditions  exist  in  the  premises  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  which  are  hazardous  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  residents  and  neighbors 
and  which  render  the  property  to  be  unsafe,  substandard  and  a  public  nuisance. "  (L.L.  Litchfield,  PE  7/26/93). 


Anyway,  they  took  out  the  loan  to  make  their  property  truly  fitting  to  belong  on  Alamo  Square. 
Many  improvements  were  made.  The  ones  connected  to  Building  Permit  Application  #9020189 
included  installing  a  security  gate  off  Fell  Street,  improving  the  driveway ,  adding  7  parking  places  (after  all, 
what  is  the  biggest  complaint  in  The  City),  adding  a  drainage  system  for  the  parking  lot  and  part  of  the 
driveway,  adding  security  lighting,  installing  retaining  walls  and  leveling  more  of  the  remaining  garden  area. 

Now  the  neighbors  open  their  curtains.  Many  have  been  inspired  to  improve  their  backyards.  Now  their  are  7 
more  parking  places  in  the  neighborhood  and  7  more  people  have  a  safe,  secure  place  to  park  their  cars.  Now, 
the  tenants  use  the  backyard.  Several  have  begun  vegetable  gardens.  Now,  The  City  declares  the  area  "unsafe 
and  substandard". 

Hoy  and  Lurenia  Henderson  did  not  do  this  work  without  permits.  They  obtained  Building  Permit  Application 
#9020189.  My  parents  had  licensed  contractors  and  engineers  do  the  work.  The  work  was  inspected.  The 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  City  and  County  of  San 'Francisco  Inspection  Record  shows  that  on  May  7,  1991 
TL  Corlett  signed  off  in  the  little  final  inspection  area  of  the  form. 

I  suggest  you  visit  1 145  Hayes.  I  suggest  you  talk  to  all  the  tenants,  I  suggest  you  talk  to  all  the  neighbors. 
(All,  but  the  one  who  has  some  how  managed  to  cause  this  attack  by  this  city  department  causing  great  pain  and 
stress  to  my  parents.)  I  believe  William  Abend,  architect  (333-5595)  may  have  some  pre-improvement  yard 
pictures;  you  may  want  to  call  him. 

I  really  dont  understand,  what  the  problem  is.  On  behalf  of  my  father,  Hoy  Henderson,  I  appeal  to  the 
Abatement  Appeals  Board  to  drop  this  violation.  1 145  Hayes  should  be  made  a  model  for  other  landlords.  A 
clean ,  well  kept,  secure  building  with  fair  rents.  A  place  from  which  tenants  dont  want  to  move. 

Though  I'm  sure  you  must  have  a  huge  file  on  this  matter,  I  have  included  copies  of  a  few  forms  I  found 
that  may  have  some  relevance.  They  are  listed  below. 

•  INSPECTION  RECORD  (final  inspection  5/7/9 1  by  TL  Corlett) 

•  NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION  (5/20/92) 

•  PARKING  LOT  &  DRIVE  WAY  SPECIFICATIONS 

.    ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203.r  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  ORDER  NO. 
163,242 

•  LITCHFIELD  SAYS  (July  26, 1993) 

I  am  attaching  this  to  an  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO.  I  trust  your  honest  investigation  into  this  matter  will  lead  to  a  reversal. 


Deboarh  Gellermann 


SUPPLEMENTAL  INSPECTION  RECORD 


r  ?■  ■  M 

L 


BBS 


i 


Ciiy  ana  County  of  San  Francisco 


Do/;ar»Tien*  of  Public  Workr 
3t-fc^ j  of  B uilcfiny  Inspection 


NOTICE  v^r  v.w.— -.-i 


«  Si 


of  the  San  Francisco  KiofKui^-i  Ced,  .  -j  L's.j-t-r, 

Substandard  or  Ncnco»r.pjying  Structure  or .  .i«.ci  or  Cccu;.  ...   .  .  :.o.\.c 


(  FirtST  fcOTfCc 


SECOND  NOTICE 
GTH£F. 


(Circle  one) 


 O.  I 


VIOLATION  DESCRIPTION: 


COGc/SECTiON? 


^  7jLu  ffc^l,-*^  J*j*M>»  JXr,'r,ch   lias  dJcr/^MsjL  ^  ffcAcLrjtf&tini  

TIEC 


THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  ISTiEQUIRED: 


STCi-  ;-.LL  Wvjh;\ 


I.PPFtCX.  DATE  OF 
,  IrOriK  Vv/O  PEr.-s.tiT 


.1  >.4,Ji'  lrf 


.lii-^»i;C..„i<j>  umi  u 

ntai  

-.  v  ■     stic,    . , 
i  .  on  i/2(ts  i  -- 


ufj  rii'-i  fr;_rf  ih.  Or      ■.  nj-  ■  «.w:.';"ACT  INS.-i.C7G?i 


17* 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


r>r  -  «  >  — 


ADDRESS:   1145  HAYES  STREET 


Absis-: 


Office  of  the  Director 


BLOCK:  824 
SEQ:  01 


HENDERSON,  HOY  &  LURENIA 

519  -  10th  AVENUE 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94118 


LOT:  002 
CASE:  DDQ 


San  Fteiuraa.  C-.  ir.:]02/ 
Tel.  Mo.  534- 3742  >Z 
FILIi'JG  FEE:  S  ^fc^  < 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
HENDERSON,  HOY  & 
LURENIA 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BU ILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  163,242 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY~AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
AUGUST  18,  1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  162  , 384  . 

THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.  THE 
OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 
-  2-.- 60  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  I  PLANNING  AND  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 
3.  30  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  460  MCALLISTER  ST.,  S.   F.  94102.   (558-6454),  AND  MUST 
BE  FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN  (10)   DAYS  OF 
SEPTEMBER  14,  1993. 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

«-6>s*«Ao<3>  si9"ed) 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Room  260,  City  Hal 


San  Francisco  94102 


tft&flflllEJlj  UMPIICT  ID 


nd  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 


DATE •    July  26,  1993 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS : 
1145      HAYES  ST 
BLOCK :    0824     LOT:  002 
SEfi:    01    CASE:  DDO 


HENDERSON  HOY  £  LURENIA 

519    10TH  AV 

SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
HENDERSON   HOY  £  LURENIA 


941  18 


INSPECTOR: 


DISTRICT-'  CT: 


SUPERINTENDENT'S  COMPLAINT 


L.    L.    LITCHFIELD  SAYS: 

I  am  the  duly  appointed  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

That  pursuant  to  Section  203(b)  of  the  San  Francisco  Building 
Code,   I  have  caused  the  above  described  premises  to  be  inspected  by 
inspectors  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection.     That  a  Notice  of 
Violation  was  sent  to  the  owners  regarding  conditions  found  on  the 
premises  to  be  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Code,   rendering  the  premises  to  be  unsafe  and  substandard. 
A  true  copy  of  the  Notice  of  Violation  is  attached  hereto  and  made 
a  part  of  this  complaint. 

That  notwithstanding  the  service  on  the  owner  of  the  Notice  of 
Violation,   conditions  exist  in  the  premises  in  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   which  are  hazardous 
to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  residents  and  neighbors  and  which 
render  the  property  to  be  unsafe,   substandard  and  a  public  nuisance. 
The  specific  conditions  existing  in  the  premises  are  set  forth  in 
the  reports  and  declarations  of  the  inspectors  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  of  this  complaint. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  203(b)  of  the 
San  Francisco  Building  Code,   I  hereby  make  this  complaint  to  the 
Director  of  Public  Works  regarding  the  condition  of  the  above  des- 
cribed property  and  request  that  a  hearing  on  the  complaint  be  set 
before  the  Director  pursuant  to  Section  203(b)   of  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code,   and  the  premises  be  ordered  vacated,   repaired,  * 
altered  or  demolished. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  foregoing  is  true 
and  correct.  Executed  at  San  Francisco,   California,  on   


L.  %  .    Litchfield  ,/PE 
Superintendent 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


M-201  COS  (1/90) 
(415)558-6220 


P  15-D10-006 
ROOM   302    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


450  MCALLISTER 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


PFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

 Stevenson  E-  R.  

7314  Rainbow  Dr.  #c 
Cupertino,  CA  94014  


Dace:  November  12,  1993 
Nature  of  Appeal:. 


\      |      Director's  Order 

1  X  |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

|      )      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

1      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_ 
BLOCK  3727 


689-691  Minna  St. 
X.QT  064 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


33B4 


S-NC-DEQ  pcO 


Robert  No e Dee,  CRT) 


Liar  Appellant: 

"lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  8f  1993     ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    November  24 ,  1993 
I.  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  "  "  ~~ 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ec.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

Yu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
?u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:     Richard  Norris 
216  Clement  St. 
San  Frnacisco,  CA 


94118 


Rains,  ATA ,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent-  r> 


P-3 


0  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

15)  553-6168        450  McAllister  Screet.  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
atement  Appeals  Board  MAI) 
1390  Market  St,  Suito  250 
Sail  Francisco.  CA  B410Z 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
,  FILING  FEE:  3  .  56.24 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 


(1)    The  affected 

San  Francisco, 
rooming  units. 


premises  are  located  at     (pS  j     KA  I  1^  hJ  A 
3.     They  contain     C-l\)  tf:  dwelling  units  and 


ling 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

\yJz  yytsv  MOrf-F  T>M-ier  T.H-t^  t^/oi^Ux^ 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


10* 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  J  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

pic  rV^^r-  "ST.  1<M/ X-Xtlr)lt  


Dated 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


& 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


IfirlCZ  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


spellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Lee  Song  K  and  Chong  Hwa  S 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Dace:     November  12,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal 


3177    16th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


|      |      Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

j      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

[      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS, 
BLOCK  3577 


3487-3491     17th  St. 


LOT 


036A 


APPEAL  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3385 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


Robert  NoeLke,  CEP 


ar  Appellant: 

Lis  is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  uich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  9,  1993        ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    November  24,  1993 
i  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Ciparcment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
dcumencs  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ec.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

Yu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
?u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


0 


D  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

■15)  553-6168        450  McAllister  Screej:,  Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


File  appeal  with 
Jtement  Appeals  Beard  MAI) 
390  Martet  St,  Suifc  213 
San  F/andsco,  CA 
Te!.  Wo.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  3  .  56.24 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 


Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain  dwelling  units  and 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto). 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board). 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  _j  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Dated: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


frlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellant*s  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

J  Miranda  Bayani  M  

507  Capp  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


Dace:     Hovember  12 ,  1993  

Nacure  of  Appeal: 

[      |      Director's  Order 

\  X  {      Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 

|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


j      |  Other 


PROPERTY  ADORES S_ 
BLOCK  3532. 


14-18  Woodward  St. 
LOT  043 


APPEAL  NO ._  3386 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


Robert  NoeUce,  CED 


[».ar  Appellant: 

"lis  is  to  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  19,  1993  ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    November  24,  1993 
\  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
E.partment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
dicuments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ec.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

\\x  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
yu  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


Xl 


m  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(15)  553-6168        450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  FILING 

file  appeal  with  ?  i  -z 

rtement  Appeals  Beard  (A4!) 

:390  Martet  St,  Suitd  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

San  FniKBCO,  CAS4102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  $  .  56.24 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


^A>/^1     M    KtrC^iO^  Appeal  Number  _  ,J 

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  1/  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at     \  lX        fij V**  °<p vo^/w^O  / 
San  Francisco.     They  contain      te  U.>0»-[-^   dwelling  units  and 
rooming  units. 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


To 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.)  ' 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  J  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No.     >£>  >^T-4gOZ^ 


Dated : 


(\  Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


Office  op  the  secretary 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


^pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 


Mary  L.  Kosewicz  

587  Flood  Av. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112- 


Date:     November  12,  1993  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

1      |     Director's  Order 

1  X  |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

\      |      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

(      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_   753-755  Minna  St. 
3728 


BLOCK 


LOT  055 


APPEAL  NO ._  3387 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


Robert  Noelke,  CEP 


tar  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  wich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
I     Sept.  9.  1993    »  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    November  24,  1993 
I  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA.  ==™  ~ 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Dpartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.    Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
9c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

:u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
•'u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


cc:    John  J-  Kosewicz 
587  Flood  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Very  truly  yours, 


94112 


Bains,  AIA,  Secretary 
nt  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


D  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

15)  553-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPDOlLINQ 
File  appeal  with 
:atement  Appeals  Board  (Mi) 
1390  Market  St,  Suits  219 
San  Francisco,  CA  34102 
Tel.  No.  554-5742 
FILING  FEE:  3  .  56.24, 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALSBOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


THi 


3  \( 


Appeal  Number 


AppeTrahc 

The  ro,«si5,e,  appellant  herehy appeal. f^^^o'^' 

iLs?£^^^  alle9ation3  in  conne 

therewith:  ^  .  «  J^"* 

{1)    The  affected  premises         ^ated  #  - 1  ?  dJeiYxVun^l  ta^^ZSZ£l 
San  Francisco.     They  contaxn  _.  ^  

rooming  units. 


peaiea  liuw  >--a'   * 

i^U^  ^JUsoJ^  pJ?  *******  i 


.  relief  v=u  need  and  reasons  why  ycu  claim  the  appealed  action 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

the  undersigned  is: 


in  Paragraph  (2)  above 
(5)     The  official  address  of 


  SfS  53^ 


,ated=  pjzll 


JcttX 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


<f  rICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
KOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.opellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Nitin  Kumar  

1480    University  Av. 

San  Joser  CA  95126  


Dace:  November  12 ,  1993 
Nacure  of  Appeal: 


□ 

n 

|      |  Ocher 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocices 


Superintendent 1 s  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


PROPERTY  ADDR£SS_ 
BLOCK  3725 


117  6th  St.    (125  6th  St. 


LOT 


079 


APPEAL  N0._ 
INSPECTOR 


3388 


S-NC-DEQ  DCO 


Robert  Noelke,  CED 


Dar  Appellant: 

lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  10,  1993  ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    November  24 ,  1993 
i  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Oparcment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ejc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

:u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
mi  counsel  of  your  choice. 


cc:    Hog an  and  Vest  Inc. 
949  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Very  truly  yours. 


ATA,  Secretary 


nt  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  is  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


)  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

15)  55S-6168        450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hz  appeal  with 
teteroeot  Appeals  Board 

1390  Market  St,  Sultd  230  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

Saft  fandscn,  CA  $4102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

TeL  No.  554-^742 
FIUNG  FEE:  S  .  56.24 

— ""— — *— ^  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Appeal  Number 

Appellant  ~ 

The  undersigned  appellant,  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  chapter  I#  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Trancisco.    They  contain  £>■$"  ^welling  units  and  5^? 

rooming  units  ^Ft^K.&r)   CteMSSBtf) 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 


(3)     (Stats  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet (a)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the(owner/ agent ,  (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  ias       '  £\(JJ3^ 
vPA*Q  CA.   ?J"/^b  Tel.  muff II)  VM-llli  

f  ■  I  '/^Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 


Dated 


REAL  ESTATE  •  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 
949  STOCKTON  STREET         SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94108 

PHONE  (415)  421-7116         FAX  (415)  421-1943 


September  10,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 

1390  Market  Street,   Suite  250  Hand  Delivered 

San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


Re:   125  6th  Street   (Rose  Hotel) .   San  Francisco.  CA 


Gentlemen: 

Reference  is  made  to  your  Notice  of  Non  Compliance  dated  August  31, 
1993  with  respect  to  the  above-captioned  subject. 

In  this  connection,  enclosed  herewith  is  our  completed  and  executed 
Notice  of  Non  Compliance  dated  September  10,  1993.  Additionally, 
enclosed  is  our  check  No.  019634  dated  September  10,  1993  in  the 
amount  of  $56.24  covering  the  filing  fee. 

We  would  appreciate  your  expeditious  processing  of  our  herewith 
transmitted  Notice  of  Non  Compliance. 


Sincerely, 


Ted  Donaldson 


TD/pl 
encl. 

c.c.     Mr.  Nitin  Kumar 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BATEHENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


Off IC£  Of  THE  $Kl£TAJtT 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

CD  Director's  Order 
/x7  Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocice 
ZZ7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
/T7  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
1049  Mepham  Dr.  


Pittsburg.  CA  94565 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1255  16th  Avenue 
BLOCK  ^  — ^ 


1734 


LOT  010 


HEARING  DATE    October  27,  1993 


APPEAL  NUMBER  3363 


INSPECTOR  Robert  Noelke 


,  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION : 


No  quorum.  President  William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case. 
The  case  is  set  aside  for  next  hearing  to  be  scheduled  on 
November  24,  1993. 

cc:     Richard  M.  Grabs tein,  Esq. 

645  Larkin  Street,  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203 (t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abaceaenc 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered- by  the  Board  at  that  tine 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

3ATE  MAILED;      November  16,  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  Or  SaN  FRANCISCO 
BATEHENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OfrlCE  OP  THE  JcCJLETxXT 

45Q  McAllister  Sc.,  Roos  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


nature  o?  appeal 

CD  Director'*  Order 
HJ  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CD  Superintendent's  Complain 
Vaived  Hearing 

O  A3 SENT 
/3T7  PRESENT 


Appellant  Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
\Addzcss 


1049  Mepham  Dr. 


Pittsbure,  CA  94565 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1255  16th  Ave, 
BLOCK       1734  LOT  010 


HEARING  DATE    August  25,  1993 
APPEAL  NUy3£R~~3363 
INSPECTOR  Robert  Noelke 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days 
on  October  27,  1993. 


The  next  hearing  will  be 


cc: 


Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 
645  Larkin  Street,  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


SHEARING: 


Neil 
Abateme 


Acting  Secretary 
Appeals  Board 


Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abaceaenc 

tllli**  "y  Tt      7  "  *PPeAl  U?OS  Vhlch  *  decision  has  been  rendered 

If  a  *  reJue"  !°r  *  rch"rln*  has         =  "de  in  writing  within  10  davS 

tUl  t     5"  ?f  Z»t  d"lsion-     decision  rendered- by  the  Board  at  that  tine 
will  be  fiaal      Obtain  rehearing  request  for*  at  460  McAllister  Street, 
San  Francxsco,  CA  94102. 


ITE  HAILED:      September  9,  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


flCE  OF  THE  SeCKETAJtT 
10PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


peilanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

 Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

1049  Mepham  Dr. 

Pittsburg,  CA  94565  


Dace:        August  5,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

|      |      Director's  Order 

|  y  {     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

(      }      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

|      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDR.ES S_ 
BLOCK  1734 


1255     16th  Av. 


LOT  010 


APPEAL  NO.  3363 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  PI 


Robert  Noelke 


<ir  Appellant: 

£Ls  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
larch  5,  1993  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       August  25,  1993 

t  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
e>artmenc  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
crumencs  and  information  chat  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
!•     Failure  Co  be  represenced  vill  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ct  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  arid  to  have  with 
ct  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


cc:    Richard  M.  Grabs tein,  Esq. 

645  Larkin  Street  -  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Rains,  ATA,  Secretary 
c  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  NoCice  of  Hearing  is  senC  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  to 
Appellant's  agent. 


C  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

§5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


™e  *ppeal  With 
IS>  Market  St,Sufto250 

Tel.  No.  554-3742 
PLWG  FEE:  i  54. 6Q 


™  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Alfredeo  &  Engracia  Lagman 
Appellant   " — ' — 


Appeal  Number 


rooming  unit*. 


V88  £^W5S  SSagS  oT^iation  in 

2/88.     Most  items  were  corrected  pursuant  to  Permit  issued  6/BR 
and  completed  in  7/88.  Other  items  were  correct^  which  did  nit 
require  a  Building  Permit  but  were  never  finally  inpsected  and 
abatement  proceedinas  were  inin.t-j       »_  7.   •LnPsectea  and 

for  PermitPto  slcurl  f inal  iSspection.  APPllcatlon  has  been  filed 

<3'  SSSl  SrJS&Xi  ™*3  C«sc  r=hLa?u  ^V*  .««-— 


(Attach  addition*!  ehaet(s)  if  nacaaaary.) 


w  ygsgsni,^^ ^^^^^^^ 

(S)     Th.  official  addreaa  of  the  under.igned  i»: 
Richard  M.  Grabstein,  Esq. 


Dattt«5  .March  Sr  1Q<»7 


_T«1.  No.       (415)  673-8954 


/ 


signature  (Prxnt  Name  Below) 
Eicha'rd  M_.  Grabstein 


'  9*102,   Talaphon.  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


Law  Offices  of 
ORME  and  GRABSTEIN 


John  Robin  Orme 
Richard  M.  Grabstein 


645  Larkin  Street  -  Upper  Level 
San  Francisco.  California  94109 


Telephone:  (415)  673-8954 
FAX:  (415)  673-1612 


March  5,  1993 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 

1390  Market" Street ,  #260 

San  Francisco,   California  94102 

Re:     1255-16th  Avenue 

Notice  of  Noncompliance  #93-092 
Date  of  Noncompliance  -  2/26/93 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

Enclosed  is  the  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  in  the 
referenced  matter . 

Also    enclosed    is    our    check    to    your   order    in   the    sum  of 
$54.60  as  the  filing  fee  for  the  Appeal. 

There  is  a  substantial  amount  of  documentary  evidence  to  be 
considered  at  the  hearing  of  this  Appeal  and  it  has  not  all  been 
submitted  with  the  Appeal  which  is  merely  a  brief  statement  of 
the  background  of  the  matter  and  the  relief  sought.  Hopefully, 
prior  to  any  such  hearing,  the  matter  will  be  fully  resolved 
between  the  owners  of  the  building  and  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspectors  Code  Enforcement  Division. 

Please    contact    the   undersigned    if   there   are   any  questions 
whatsoever  regarding  this  matter. 

Thank  you  for  your  prompt  attention. 


Very  truly  yours, 


ORME  &  GRABSTEIN 


Richard  M.  Grabstein 


Encl. 
RMG/dc 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SEC*£TaXT 

450  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

f~l  Director'*  Order 
FT/  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
ZZ7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

CD  ABSENT 
/j£7  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


James  &  Betty  Walsh 


24725  Clayton  Rd. 


Grass  Valley,  CA  95949 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  3211 


240  Ocean  av. 


LOT 


8-C 


HEARING  DATE_ 
APPEAL  NUMBER 
INSPECTOR 


September  22,  1993 


3370 


Robert  NoeLke,  CED 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 

The  case  is  continued  for  sixty 
in  November  24,  1993. 


(60)  days.     The  next  hearing  will  be 


Neil  G.  vRains ,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  vhlch  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.  <  Decision  rendered-  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

DATE  MAILED:   October  20,  1993  


i 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


C^ICE  OF  THE  SiCJUTAAT 
R0PER7Y  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ijpellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
I  James  &  Betty  Walsh  


24725  Clayton  Rd. 
Grass  VAllev.  CA 


95949 


Date:      September  7,  1993 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

\  X  |     Director's  Order 

|      |     Franchise  Tax  Board  Notic  =  ; 

Superintendent's  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 

j      |  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    240  Ocean  Av. 


BLOCK        3211  LOT  8-C 


APPEAL  NO.  3370          S-NC-DEQ  PI 
INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke  

tar  Appellant: 

"lis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
March  15,  1993  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     September  22,  1993 

ii  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

J?  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Iipartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ocuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
<:c.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

lu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
3>u  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Bains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  is  sent  to  Appellant 


:D  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

il5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301.  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


lie  appeal  with 
tement,  Appeals  Board  MAI) 
390  Market  St,  Sofia  230 
tan  Francisco,  CA  94 102 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE:  S  re  J^- 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


JAMES  S  BETTY  WALSH 
Appellant  ~* 


Appeal  Number      $  ^ 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,   of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at     2*t0   OCEAN  AVENUE   , 

San  Francisco.     They  contain     EIGHT  dwelling  units  and  _n~ 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 

BUILDING  CODE  ENFORCEMENT  -  VARIOUS  VIOLATIONS 


(3)      (Stare  the  relxe£  you  neec.  anc  reason*  wny  you  u.ai..i  w.ie  appca.uj  ac _i>_: 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) . 

BUILDING  PLANS  ARE  BEING  PREPARED.  MOST  OF  MINOR  VIOLATIONS 
HAVE  BEEN  CORRECTED.  AT  HEARING  ON  MARCH  10,  1993,  180  DAYS 
WERE  GRANTED  TO  COMPLETE  WORK. 

RESPECTFULLY  REQUEST  THAT  A.A.B.  GRANT  180  DAYS  ABATEMENT  TO 
COORDINATE  WITH  B.B.I. 


(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)   above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

 JAMES  D.  WALSH  

 2^725   CLAYTON  ROAD.    GRASS  VALLEY.    CA.  959^9  

916/268-1711 


Dated:        MARCH   12,  1993 


gnature  (Print  "Name  B^low) 
D."  WALSH  " 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB) ,  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. , 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOA 


OPrlC£  Of  THE  S£CJL£TaJ17 

450  McAllister  St.,  Rooa  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

CD  Director'*  Order 
GD  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
LJ  Superintendent's  Complai 
Waived  Hearing 

W  ABSENT 
CJ  PRESENT 


nt 


Appellant 
Address 


Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr. 
c/o  Barbara  Lee  &  Albert  Bnq 
164  Marview  Wy 


San  Francisco.  CA  94131 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  367  Arguello  Bl. 
BLOCK      1432  LOT  013  


HEARING  DATE  October  7.1  (  iqqt 


APPEAL  NUM3EF~33~7ir 
INSPECTOR 


Robert  Noelke 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirtv  r^tnt  . 

rpm,pqt.  .  i-nxrry  ( JU)  days  at  the  Appellant's 

request-     The  ne*t  hearing  will  be  on  November  24,  1993 


cc:    Richard  Lee 

9  Gladeview  Way 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94131 


Neil 
Abatemei 


ins,/ A1A,  Acting  Secretary 
Appeals  Board 


REHEARING: 


San  Francisco,  "ca,   ^4102.  f0r"  "  ™  Street, 


•ATE  HAILED:      November  16.  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


srlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ilOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


speilant's  Name  &  Hailing  Address 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr  

c/o  Barbara  Lee  &  Albert  Eng 

164  Marview  Wy  

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Dace:  October  12,  1993 
Nacure  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


|      |      Superintendent ' s  Complainc 
Waived  Hearing 


Ocher 


PROPERTY  ADORES  S_ 
BLOCK  1432 


367  Arguello  Bl 


LOT  013 


APPEAL  NO, 
INSPECTOR 


3373 


S-NC-DEQ  DIP 


Robert  Noelke,  CED 


)ar  Appellant: 

His  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  8,  1993      ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    October  27 ,  1993 
.:  Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
>oartment  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
icuments  and  information 'that  nay  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
u:.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  vich 
ei  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


cc:    Richard  Lee 

9  Gladeviev  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Bains,  AIA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


C 
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5)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


,  •  file  appeal  with  --^^  *  ,•         -  - 

!rtefnentApp8al3FBoard(Mi)^  ^ :  ^->?'--^':=  X  :  "      '  ^  :v:        f^'    ^  ^/^jSfiSSj 

:390  Martet  St;  Suffc  2J3  M-  APPEAL  TO  THE  .  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  .  w  .. - 

San  Fiandsco,  CA  94102  ~  of  the  city  and  county  of  san  francisco 

Tel.  No.  554-S742 
FILING  FEE  S  54.60 

i  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


ftvl\j  jyg-Q         0.    L£g~   _     :  .Appeal  Number     33  7^ 

Appellant- 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)    The  affected  premises  are  located  at      * 3  k'l    -ftfc  <o\}£  Llo       6  L>JA  

San  Francisco.    They  contain  —     \o  '  dwelling  -units  and    "  " 


rooming ,units.  V'i"  -'■  .  :'c  --  ^-----^ 


(2)     (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  -the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto ) . 

ftPPCAuoNa       tfvTvUc  riorfUrtfuAtfW        <?3-/o^,  HM^lM??3 


(3)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board). 

T/v*     8*A-M>.       fc^U^-      ATT*#U«      fulfill  fJffAAull.  cfcOWL- 

of     MAtwVlT  A«      UrtMH      uhVtJ  AMtwcHT. 

(Attach  additional  sheet(s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned -is  the  ^mery agent,   (state  which)  .of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above    &\<J|J^A>-  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

:  ^£ffg^   -       •        -  '  -    ■  Tel.  No.     M  ^131f  "f 


Dated: 


[nature  (Prist  Name 


Signature  (Print  Name  Below) 

-  a  car  - 


(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg., 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.   (415)  554-8742.) 


....                                                                                         ...  —  —  ... 

U£      Ate                Utt-M^v,      UlTH-  T\h 

1 

TU-vr     Hat.ur          i^C^ri  fu  Ai^Ur      f %&      TUt    ft  JUT  *lA^. 

0*                free      tT               FA.A-  /lt<<U*JT 

Av4      MfeAv        fAi       A      fi^wv>    f&  fciiC 

s.  r 

rity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 


ADDRESS:     367  ARGUELLO  BLVD 


BLOCK:  1432 
SEQ . :  01 


LOT:  013 
CASE:  DIO 


LEE  BARBARA  &  ENG  ALBERT  TR. 
c/o  BARBARA  LEE  &    ALBERT  ENG 
164  MARVIEW  WAY 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94131 


APPEAL  F.UKG 
Hie  ?ppeJ  wt'tn 
/tbsieasnt  AppPsSs  Bc-ard  (AAB) 
1300  .VL'ikrt     Suite  250 
Siii  Francisir.  CA  04102 
Tel.  Mo.  5d4-6742,  /« 
FlLih'G  FEE:  $  — 

OWNER'S  NAME: 
LEE  BARBARA  &  ENG 
ALBERT  TR. 


Office  of  the  Director 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203  .  R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 

ORDER  NO.  161,540 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
FEBRUARY  24,   1993  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 
160,403.     THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE 
DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 


1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

!.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

fHE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

1.  30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

3.  30  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 

THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
:ODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
IPPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
IPPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.   (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
"ILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF  MARCH 
'.3  ,  1993  . 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI   (3)  (1 


signed) 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


San  Francisco  94102 


DATE 


15 


APPLICATION  FILING  FEE  — 
PLAN  CHECKING  RECEIPT 


245911 


RECEIVED  OF 


BUILDING  APPLICATION  NUMBERS 


rff;  gCjSSfgsaTT-   nrn»"l  san  francsco  builds  cooe 


FIRE  FEE  7299 


PLAN  CHECK  FEE  WEVENUE*7226 


ALTERATION 


oemoution 

NOTICE  FZE  1212 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  " 
ncB,^SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
CENTRAL  PERMIT  BUREAU 


i 


i 


II 

1  ;  

i 

i 

i 

i 

! 

i 

j 
1 

i 

■■  '   ■  ■-  -  -—  '    /                   -   ■- 

i 
1 

1 

-        '                                                                                         '   ■ 

03      Tx         fiUC-      AkI      /Wftfu.         A*4**  To 

•Ant^o        A**  otti-rA-      UeA^U,  US' 

eUTlL  ;    Sol  AK. 

fUtktt               LU  A,JUr                *o^g/4o  /Wef. 

r 

/2c  ul  Apid  v  J.  Lre 

r 

• 

7  

CJTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


Off»c£  Of  THI  S£C«Ta*T 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
558-6168  % 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

CD  Director's  Order 
CEJ  Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocice 
ZZ7  Superintendent's  Comnlainc 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
/x7  PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Josef a  R.  Carroll 


14  Roemer  Way 


San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  14  Roemer  Way 
BLOCK     6490  LOT  034 


HEARING  DATE  October  27 ,  1993 
APPEAL  NUMBER  3381 
INSPECTOR 


Robert  Noelke 


tEHEARINC: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days, 
be  on  November  24,  1993. 


The  next  hearing  will 


tins ,/AJLA,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


IEEE  m       ?eC-2°3(5)  7  °f  Che  Sia  ^ancisco  Housing  Code,   the  Abasement 

tlltiA  j  My  ^  "r  "  *PPe41  UP°n  Whlch  *  D«ision  has  been  rendered, 

provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  d*vS 

till  L  ?     Cnt  d?ClSi°Q'  rendered- by  the  Board  at  thac  tine 

will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  for*  at  460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA    94102.  street, 


ATE  MAILED:     November  16,  1993 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:iC£  OF  THE  ScCftETAAY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


pellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Josef a  R.  Carroll  

14  Roemer  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Dace:      October  12,  1993 


Nacure  of  Appeal: 

\      |      Director's  Order 

j   X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 

1      )      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

}      |  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  14  *oemer  WaY 
BLOCK  6490  


LOT  Q34 


APPEAL  NO .    3381  S-NC-DEQ  _ 

INSPECTOR     Robert  Noelke,  CED 


DCO 


Ir  Appellant: 

vs  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

April  19.  1993  ■  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    October  27,  1993 
iRoom  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

:  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
qartmeac  of  Public  Works,     460  McAllister  Street,  CA  94102.     Please  bring  any 
uiments  and  information 'that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:c.    Failure  co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

nare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
>«  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Bains,  ATA,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


/ 


:0i215  (Rev.  9/87)  (^ff) 
1)   558-6158         450  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


*^Fi!e  Pope^l  with  ? 
iement  Appeals  Board  (Ml) 

590  Market  St,  Suite  250  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD 

lail  Francisco,  CA  94102  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Tel.  No.  554-3742 
FILING  FEE:  S  54.60 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


\Ajbpellant 


<3<3?/ 

Appeal  Nuxnbei  -  / 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board,  pursuant 

to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  part  II,  Chapter  I,  of  the 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the  following  allegations  in  connection 

therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

San  Francisco.     They  contain        s\  dwelling  units  and     /p  yi^/  6  /  >V ty'L— 

rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature  of  the  action 
appealed  from  together  with  any  material  facts  relating  thereto) . 


(3)      (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  appealed  action 
should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  thi3  board) . 


(Attach  additional  sheet (s)  if  necessary.) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the  premises  described 
in  Paragraph  (2)  above   . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Tel.  No. 


Dated:  /I  /^V^-^  7^^/><£6^ 

'/     '/  _  '        /   £igriature  (Print  Name  Below) 

-     -■-Q>)  - 

(File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260  Fox  Plaza  Bldg. 
1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA      94102,  Telephone  No.    (415)  554-8742.) 


JAN  131S24 


J  SAN  FRANCISCO 

/  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN 

/ABA 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
EMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
MINUTES  OF  HEARING— NO .    37  0 

/  r  November  24,  1995> 

Room  282,  Ci-ty  HaHr-art-XtSo  P.M. 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT  DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 

William  M.  Abend,  President  Neil  G.  Rains,  A. I. A.  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Kenneth  Bohegian  Robert  Noelke  -  Housing  Inspector 

Carl  H.  Ernst 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


#6501  132  Bertita  Street 

Lawrence  L.  Laughlin 
c/o  Betty  Laughlin 
(Absent) 

DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 


#6502 


689-691  Minna  Street 
E.  R.  Stevenson 
c/o  Richard  Norris 
(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 

#6503  532-536  Green  Street 

Mary  &  Richard  Tom  -  ^ 

c/o  Frederick  Tom 

(Present) 

DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty   (60)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney's  Office     for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  by  January  24,  1994. 


#6504 


63-65  Henry  Street 
Patrick  J.  Dwan 
c/o  Pat  J.  Dwan 
(Absent) 


DECISION: 


Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code 
enforcement . 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  370 
November  24,  1993 
Page  2  of  3 


#6505 


1145  Hayes  Street 

Hoy  &  Lurenia  Henderson 

c/o  Deborah  Gellermann 

(Present) 


DECISION:      President  William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case.     The  case 
is  set  aside  for  next  hearing  to  be  scheduled  on  January  26,  1994. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


#3384 


689-691  Minna  Street 
E.  R.  Stevenson 
c/o  Richard  Norris 
(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3385 


3487-91  17th  Street 

Lee  Song  K.   &  Chong  Hwa  S. 

(Absent) 


DECISION:  Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


#3386 


14-18  Woodward  Street 
Bayani  M.  Miranda 
(Present) 


DECISION:      The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days 
on  January  26,  1994. 


The  next  hearing  will  be 


#3387  753-755-755A  Minna  Street 

Mary  L.  Kosewics 
c/o  John  J.  Kosewics 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  January  24,  1994. 


#3388 


125  6th  Street 
Nitin  Kumar 
(Absent) 


FINDING: 


Case  is  abated. 
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FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


#3363  1255  16TH  Avenue 

Alfredo  &  Engracia  Lagman 

c/o  Richard  M .   Grabstein ,  Esq. 

(Present) 

DECISION:       President  William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case.     The  cas 
is  set  aside  for  next  hearing  to  be  scheduled  on  January  26,  1994 

#3370  240  Ocean  Avenue 

James  D.  Walsh 

c/o  Neil  Hartnett  &  Jerrold  G.  Kaufman 
(Present) 


DECISION:      President  William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case.     The  cas 
is  set  aside  for  next  hearing  to  be  scheduled  on  January  26,  1994 

#3373  367  Arguello  Bl . 

Lee  Barbara  &  Eng  Albert  Tr. 

c/o  Richard  Lee 

(Absent) 


FINDING: 


Case  is  abated. 


#3381 


14  Roemer  Way 
Josefa  R.  Carroll 
(Absent) 


DECISION:       The  hearing  is  extended  for  thirty  days 
on  January  26,  1994. 


The  next  hearing  will  b 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  371 
December  22,  1993 
Room  282,   City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


JAN  141SS4 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


DEPARTMENT  REPRESENTATIVES 


Neil  G.  Rains,  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Robert  Noelke ,  Housing  Inspector,  CED 


No  agenda  was  scheduled  for  December  22,   1993  Abatement  Appeals  and 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Hearings.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on  January  26,  1994. 
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